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Let us begin with Muhammad's story. Let us examine his 
life. 


Who was he and what was his thinking? In this chapter, we 
will briefly go through the salient points in the life of a man 
whom over a billion people literally worship. In fact, Islam is 
nothing but Muhammadanism. Muslims claim that they 
worship no one but Allah. Since Allah was only Muhammad's 
alter ego, his other alias and invisible sock-puppet, in practice 
it’s Muhammad whom they worship. Islam is the personality 
cult of Muhammad. We will read his words as they were 
dictated in the Quran, claimed by him to be the words of God, 
and see him through the eyes of his companions and wives. 
We will take a look at how he rose from a derelict preacher to 
become a de facto ruler of all of Arabia in just a decade, how he 
divided people in order to control them, how he instilled 
sedition and hate and roused some to wage war against others 
and how he used raids, rape, torture, and assassination to cast 
terror in the hearts of his victims and subdue them. We will 
learn about his genocides and his penchant for deception as a 
strategy - the very strategy used by Muslim terrorists today. 
After understanding Muhammad, you will come to see that 
the terrorists are doing exactly what their prophet did. 


The Birth and Childhood of Muhammad 


In the year 570 A.D. in Mecca, Arabia, a widowed young 
woman, Amina, gave birth to a boy whom she called 
Muhammad. Though Muhammad was her only child, Amina 
gave him to a Bedouin woman, to be raised in the desert when 
he was only six months old. 


Some wealthy Arab women sometimes hired wet nurses for 
their infants. This freed them from nursing and allowed them 
to have another child right away. More children meant higher 


social status. But that was not the case with Amina, who was a 
widow with only one child to care for and not wealthy. 
Abdullah, Muhammad’s father, died six months before his 
birth. Also, this practice was not really that common. In fact, 
Khadijah, the first wife of Muhammad, who was the 
wealthiest woman of Mecca, had three children from her 
previous two marriages and bore six more to Muhammad. She 
raised them all on her own. [Muhammad had four daughters 
and two sons. His male children, Qasim and Abd al Menaf 
(named after deity Menaf) died in infancy. His daughters 
reached adulthood and married, but they all died young. The 
youngest daughter, Fatima, was survived by two sons. She 
outlived Muhammad by only six months] 


Why would Amina give away her only child to be raised by 
someone else? There is too little information on Muhammad's 
mother for us to understand her and the decision she made. 


An interesting piece of information that sheds some light 
on her psychological makeup and her relationship with her 
new born child is that Amina did not breastfeed Muhammad. 
After his birth, the infant was given to Thueiba, a maid of his 
uncle Abu Lahab (the very man whom Muhammad cursed in 
Sura 111, along with his wife), to be nursed. Why Amina did 
not nurse her child is not mentioned. All we can do is to 
speculate. Was she depressed by the fact that she had become 
a widow at such a young age? Did she think the child was an 
impediment to the possibility of remarriage? 


A death in the family can cause chemical changes in the 
brain that can lead to depression. Other factors that may 
increase a woman’s chances of depression are: living alone, 
anxiety about the fetus, marital or financial problems and the 
young age of the mother. Amina had just lost her husband; she 
was alone, poor, and young. Based on what we know about 


her, she was a good candidate to suffer from depression. 
Depression may interfere with the mother’s ability to bond 
with her growing baby. Also, depression during pregnancy 
can place the mother at risk for having an episode of 
depression after delivery (postpartum depression). 


Some research suggests that depression in pregnant women 
can have direct effects on the fetus. Their babies are often 
irritable and lethargic. These newborns may grow into infants 
who become slow learners, and emotionally unresponsive, 
with behavior problems, such as aggression. 


Muhammad grew up among strangers. As he grew, he 
became aware that he did not belong to the family with whom 
he was living. He must have wondered why his own mother, 
whom he visited twice a year, did not want him. 


Halima, Muhammad’s wet nurse, several decades later 
recounted that at first she did not want to take Muhammad for 
he was an orphan of a poor widow with little means. She 
accepted him because she did not find a child from a wealthy 
family, and because her family desperately needed the extra 
income even though it was not much. Did this reflect in the 
way she cared for the child? Did Muhammad feel unloved in 
his foster family’s home during those crucial formative years 
when a person’s character is shaped? 


Halima reported that Muhammad was a solitary child. He 
would withdraw to an imaginary world and converse with 
friends that no one could see. Was this the reaction of a child 
who did not feel loved in the real world and made up one in 
his mind in which he could find refuge and be loved? 


Muhammad's mental health became a matter of concern to 
his wet nurse who, when he reached the age of five, took him 
back to Amina. Not having found a new husband yet, Amina 


was reluctant to take the child back, until Halima told her 
about Muhammad’s strange behavior and his fantasies. Ibn 
Ishaq has recorded Halima’s words: 


“His [Halima’s own son] father said to me, ‘I am afraid that this 
child has had a stroke, so take him back to his family before the result 
appears.’... She [Muhammad's mother] asked me what happened and 
gave me no peace until I told her. When she asked if I feared a demon 
had possessed him, I replied that I did”. [Sirat, Ibn Ishaq, page 72. 
Ibn Ishaq was a Muslim historian, born in Medina 
approximately 85 years after Hijra (704. died 768). He was the 
first biographer of Muhammad and his war expeditions. His 
collection of stories about Muhammad was called "Sirat al- 
Nabi" ("Life of the Prophet"). That book is lost. However, a 
systematic presentation of Ibn Ishaq's material with a 
commentary by Ibn Hisham (d. 834) in the form of a recension 
is available and translated into English. Ibn Hisham admitted 
that he has deliberately omitted some of the stories that were 
embarrassing to Muslims. Part of those embarrassing stories 
were salvaged by Tabari (838-923), one of the most prominent 
and famous Persian historians and a commentator of the 


Quran. | 


It is normal for children to see monsters under their beds 
and talk to imaginary friends. But Muhammad's case must 
have been exceptionally alarming. Halima’s husband said, “I 
am afraid that this child has had a stroke.” This information is 
significant. Years later, Muhammad spoke of his strange 
childhood experiences: 


“Two men in white clothes came to me with a golden basin full of 
snow. They took me and split open my body; then they took my heart 
and split it open and took out from it a black clot which they flung 
away. Then they washed my heart and my body with that snow until 


they made them pure”. [W. Montgomery Watt: Translation of 
Ibn Ishaq's Biography of Muhammad (p. 36)] 


What is certain is that impurities of the mind don’t appear 
as a clot in the heart. Apart from the fact that children are sin- 
free, sins cannot be removed with surgery and snow is not a 
good cleanser. This whole story is a fantasy or a hallucination. 


Muhammad was now reunited with his mother, but this 
union did not last long. A year later Amina died. He did not 
speak of her much. When Muhammad conquered Mecca, fifty 
five years after her death, he visited his mother’s tomb at 
Abwa, a place between Mecca and Medina where she was 
buried and wept. He told his companions: 


“This is the grave of my mother; the Lord has permitted me to 
visit it. And I sought leave to pray for her, but it was not granted. So 
I called my mother to remembrance, and the tender memory of her 
overcame me, and I wept”. [Tabagat, Ibn Sad p. 21. Ibn Sad (784- 
845) was a historian and a student of al Wagidi. He classified 
his story in eight categories, hence the name _ Tabagat 
(categories). The first is on the life of Muhammad (Vol. 1), then 
his wars (Vol. 2), his companions of Mecca (Vol. 3), his 
companions of Medina (Vol. 4), his grand children, Hassan 
and Hussein and other prominent Muslims (Vol. 5), the 
followers and the companions of Muhammad (Vol. 6), his later 
important followers (Vol. 7) and some early Muslim women 
(Vol. 8). The quotes from Tabagat used in this book are taken 
from the Persian translation by Dr. Mahmood Mahdavi 
Damghani. Publisher Entesharat-e Farhang va Andisheh, Tehran, 
1382 solar hijra (2003 AD)] 


Why would God not allow Muhammad to pray for his 
mother? What had she done that she did not deserve to be 
forgiven? Unless we believe that God is unjust, this does not 


make sense. Obviously God had nothing to do with it. It was 
Muhammad who could not forgive his mother, even half a 
century after her death. He probably remembered her as an 
unloving cold woman, was resentful of her and had deep 
emotional wounds that were never healed. 


Muhammad then spent two years in the house of his 
grandfather [Abdul Muttalib], who, mindful of him being an 
orphan, lavished his grandson, the only remnant of his 
deceased son Abdullah, with excessive love. Ibn Sad writes 
that Abdul Muttalib gave the child so much attention that he 
had not given any of his sons. [Tabagat, Vol. 1, p 107] Muir 
writes in his biography of Muhammad: “The child was treated 
by him with singular fondness. A rug used to be spread under 
the shadow of the Ka’ba, and on it, the aged chief reclined in 
shelter from the heat of the sun. Around the carpet, but at a 
respectful distance, sat his sons. The little Muhammad was 
wont to run close up to the patriarch, and unceremoniously 
take possession of his rug. His sons would seek to drive him 
off, but Abdul Muttalib would interpose, saying: “Let my little 
son alone.’ He would then stroke him on the back, as he 
delighted in watching his childish prattle. The boy was still 
under the care of his nurse, Baraka, but he would ever and 
anon quit her, and run into the apartment of his grandfather, 
even when he was alone or asleep.” [‘The Life of Mahomet’ by 
Sir William Muir [Smith, Elder & Co, London, 1861] Volume 
Il, Ch 1. P. XXVIJ] 


Muhammad remembered the preferential treatment he 
received from Abdul Muttalib. Peppering it with his 
imagination, he later said that his grandfather used to say, 
“Let him alone for he has a great destiny, and will be the 
inheritor of a kingdom,” and would tell Baraka, “Beware lest 
you let him fall into the hands of the Jews and Christians, for 


they are looking out for him, and would injure him!” [Katib al 
Wagidi, p. 22] 

However, no one remembered those comments, for none of 
his uncles readily accepted him when he made his claim, 
except Hamza, who was of his own age. Abbas also joined his 
cause, but only after Muhammad’s star had risen and he was 
at the gate of Mecca ready to invade it. 


Alas, fate was not clement to Muhammad. Only two years 
after living in the household of his grandfather, the old 
patriarch died at the age of eighty-two and the boy came 
under the guardianship of his uncle Abu Talib. 


The orphan child felt bitterly the loss of his loving 
grandfather. As he followed his bier to the cemetery of Hajun, 
he was seen weeping; and years later, he retained a fond 
memory of him. 


Abu Talib faithfully discharged the trust. “His fondness for 
the lad equaled that of Abdul Muttalib,” writes Muir. “He 
made him sleep by his bed, eat by his side, and go with him 
whenever he walked abroad. And this tender treatment he 
continued until Muhammad emerged from the helplessness of 
childhood.” [Tabagat, Vol I. p 108] Ibn Sad quotes Waqgidi 
saying Abu Talib, although not wealthy, took care of 
Muhammad and loved him more than his own children. 


Because of the devastating psychological blows during his 
childhood, Muhammad feared abandonment. This becomes 
evident from an incident that took place when he was 12 years 
old. One day, Abu Talib decided to go to Syria for a business 
trip. “But when the caravan was ready to depart, and Abu 
Talib about to mount his camel, his nephew was overcome by 
the prospect of so long a separation and clung to his protector. 
Abu Talib was moved, and carried the boy along with him.” 


[The Life of Muhammad by Sir William Muir Vol. If Ch. 1 P. 
XXXII] This degree of attachment to his uncle is a clue that 
Muhammad was in constant fear of losing his loved ones. 


Despite this great affection, and even though Abu Talib 
remained a staunch defender of him throughout his life, 
doting on him even more than he did his own children, 
Muhammad proved to be ungrateful. Muhammad visited his 
aging uncle lying in his deathbed. All the sons of Abdul 
Muttalib were also present. Thinking always of the well-being 
of his nephew, Abu Talib made an earnest plea to his brothers 
to protect Muhammad, who was now 53 years old. They 
promised to do so, including Abu Lahab, whom he had 
cursed. After that Muhammad requested his uncle to convert 
to Islam. 


Muhammad was cognizant that his followers were mostly 
meek and lowly. To boost his prestige, he needed someone of 
stature to embrace his cause. Ibn Ishaq narrates: “Whenever 
men came together at the fairs, or the apostle heard of anyone 
of importance coming to Mecca, he went to them with his 
message.” [Sirat, Ibn Ishaq p 195] 


The chroniclers also tell us that Muhammad rejoiced 
immensely when Abu Bakr and then Omar enlisted in his 
cause. The conversion of Abu Talib would have elevated his 
prestige among his uncles and the Quraish, the tribe that 
resided within Mecca and were custodians of the Ka’ba, giving 
him the credibility and status he so desperately craved. 
Instead, the dying man smiled and said he would rather die in 
the faith of his forefathers. Thus, with his hopes dashed, 
Muhammad walked out of the room murmuring: “I wanted to 
pray for him, but Allah stopped me from doing so.” [Life of 
Muhammad, Muir Vol 2 p.195] 


It is difficult to believe that God would stop his prophet 
from asking forgiveness for the man who raised him, 
protected him all his life, and sacrificed so much for him. This 
would lower God to a level that would render him unworthy 
of worship. The sacrifices Abu Talib and his family made for 
the sake of Muhammad were immense. This man, while yet 
incredulous of his nephew’s claim, stood like a rock against 
his opponents, shielding him from any possible harm, and for 
38 years remained his most stalwart supporter. Despite that, 
when Abu Talib refused to convert to Islam, he felt so rejected 
that he could not bring himself even to say a prayer at his 
death. Bukhari reports: 


“Narrated Abu Sai’d Al-Khudri that he heard the Prophet, 
when somebody mentioned his uncle (i.e. Abu Talib), saying, 
‘Perhaps my intercession will be helpful to him on the Day of 
Resurrection so that he may be put in a shallow fire reaching 
only up to his ankles. His brain will boil from it”. [Bukhari 
Volume 5, Book 58, Number 224] 


Muhammad’s youth was relatively eventless and not 
noteworthy enough for him to talk about and for his 
biographers to recount. He was shy, quiet and not very 
sociable. Despite the fact that he was cared for and even 
spoiled by his uncle, Muhammad remained sensitive to his 
status as an orphan. The memories of his loveless and lonely 
childhood haunted him for the rest of his life. 


Years passed. Muhammad remained a loner, a recluse in 
his own world, distant and even aloof from his peers. Bukhari 
says Muhammad was “shyer than a veiled virgin girl.” 
[Bukhari: Volume 4, Book 56, Number 762] [Abu Abdullah 
Muhammad Bukhari (c. 810-870) was a collector of hadith, also 
known as the Sunnah (collection of sayings and deeds of 
Muhammad). His book of hadith is considered second to none. 


He spent sixteen years compiling it, and ended up with 2,602 
hadith (9,082 with repetition). His criteria for acceptance into 
the collection were amongst the most stringent of all the 
scholars of ahadith and that is why his book is called Sahih 
(correct, authentic). There are other scholars, such as Abul 
Husain Muslim and Abu Dawood who worked as Bukhari did 
and collected other authentic reports. Sahih Bukhari, Sahih 
Muslim and Sunnan Abu Dawood are recognized by the 
majority of Muslims, particularly Sunnis, as complementing 
the Quran] He remained so all his life, insecure and timid, 
something he tried to compensate for by puffing himself up, 
with pomposity and self-aggrandizement. 


Muhammad did not engage in any important occupation. 
At times he would attend sheep, a profession mostly reserved 
for girls and deemed unmanly by the Arabs. The pay was 
meager and he depended on his impoverished uncle for his 
sustenance. 


Marriage to Khadijah 


Finally, at the age of 25, Abu Talib secured for Muhammad 
a job, to work as a trustee for a wealthy merchant woman, a 
relative, named Khadijah. Khadijah was a comely forty-year- 
old successful merchant and a widow. Muhammad made one 
trip to Syria in her service, selling her merchandise and buying 
what she had ordered. Upon his return, Khadijah fell in love 
with the young Muhammad and, through a maid, proposed 
matrriage to him. 


Muhammad was a needy man, both financially and 
emotionally. The marriage with Khadijah was a blessing. In 
her, he could find the mother he had craved as a child, as well 
as the financial security that allowed him to never work again. 


Khadijah was more than willing to take care of all her 
young husband's needs. She found her happiness in giving, 
caring, and in self-sacrifice. 


Muhammad was not sociable and not fond of work. He 
preferred to withdraw from the world and retreat into his own 
thoughts. Even as a child, he avoided the company of his peers 
and did not play with them. He was often seen alone, in a 
pensive mood. He hardly laughed, and if he did, he covered 
his mouth. From this, and following the tradition of their 
prophet, Muslims do not regard laughing to be pious. 


In his secluded imaginary world, Muhammad was no 
longer the cast-off, unwanted child that he had come to see 
himself as during the early years of his life, but rather loved, 
respected, praised, and even feared. When reality became hard 
to bear and his loneliness overwhelmed him, he would escape 
into fantasy, where he could be anyone or anything he wanted 
to be. He must have discovered this realm at a very young age, 
when he was living with his foster family, and spending 
lonesome long days alone in the desert. This idyllic and 
comforting world of fantasies was to remain his refuge for the 
rest of his life. It became as real to him as the real world, only 
more pleasant. Leaving his wife at home with nine children to 
care for, Muhammad would retreat to caves around Mecca 
and spent his days secluding himself from the world, wrapped 
in his own thoughts and sweet reveries. 


Mystic Experience 


One day, at the age of forty, after having spent many days 
in a cave by himself, Muhammad had a strange experience. He 
started having rhythmic muscle contractions, abdominal 
pains, as if someone was squeezing him _ violently, 
fasciculation (muscle twitching), involuntary movement of 


head and lips, sweating, and rapid heartbeat. In this agitated 
state he heard voices and had a vision of a ghost. 


He ran home terrified, shivering and sweating. “Cover me, 
cover me,” he pleaded with his wife. “O Khadijah, what is wrong 
with me?” He told her everything and said, “I fear that 
something may happen to me.” He thought he had become 
possessed by demons again. Khadijah reassured him and told 
him not to be afraid, that he was visited by an angel and was 
chosen to be a prophet. 


After his encounter with the ghostly figure, identified by 
his wife as Gabriel, Muhammad was convinced of his 
prophetic rank. This suited him well as it fulfilled his desire 
for grandiosity. He began preaching his message. 


What was his message? The message was that he had 
become a messenger and people had to believe in him. As the 
result they had to respect him, love him, obey him and even 
fear him. After 23 years of preaching, the core message of 
Muhammad remained the same. Islam’s main message is that 
Muhammad is a messenger and that people must obey him. 
Beyond that, there is no other message. Failure to recognize 
him as such entails punishment, both in this world and in the 
next. Monotheism, which is now the main argument of Islam, 
was not originally part of the message of Muhammad. 


After he taunted the Meccans for years and insulted their 
religion and gods, the Meccans refused all dealings with 
Muhammad and his followers, who at his instruction, 
emigrated to Abyssinia [Ethiopia]. Eventually, to appease the 
Meccans, Muhammad was compelled to compromise. Ibn Sad 
narrates: 


“One day the Prophet was in a gathering around the Ka’ba 
and was reading to them the sura an-Najm (sura 53). When he 


came to the verses 19-20 that read, “Have you then considered the 
Lat and the Uzza, and Manat, the third, the last?’, Satan placed the 
following two verses in the mouth of the Prophet. “They are 
pretty, and there is hope in their intercession.’” [Tabagat, Vol I, p 
191] 


These words pleased the Quraish and they ended their 
boycott and hostility. This news reached the Muslims in 
Abyssinia who joyously returned to Mecca. After a while, 
Muhammad realized that by acknowledging the daughters of 
Allah as deities he had undermined his own position as the 
sole intermediary between Allah and people, making his new 
religion indistinguishable from pagan beliefs and therefore 
redundant. So he retracted and said the two _ verses 
acknowledging the daughters of Allah were satanic verses. He 
then replaced them with “What! For you the males and for Him 
the females! This indeed is an unjust division!” [Quran, 53:19-22] 
Meaning, how dare you attribute daughters to God, when you 
yourselves pride in having sons? Females are deficient in 
intelligence and it is unbefitting for Allah to have daughters. 
This division is very unfair. 


Some of Muhammad's followers left him on this account. 
To justify this flip-flop and regain their confidence, he claimed 
that all other prophets were also fooled by Satan, who inspired 
them with demonic verses that deceptively seemed to come 
from God. 


“And we did not send before you any messenger or 
prophet, but when he desired, the Satan made a suggestion 
respecting his desire; but Allah annuls that which Satan casts, 
then does Allah establish His communications, and Allah is all 
Knowing, Wise. So that He may make what Satan casts a trial 
for those in whose hearts is diseased”. (Q.22:52-53) 


Muhammad wrote these verses because several of his 
followers, realizing that he was making the Quran up as 
situation dictated, left him. What these verses essentially say, 
to put it even more bluntly, is that even when I, Muhammad, goof 
and you catch me with my pants down, it ts still your fault because 
your heart is diseased. 


Thirteen years passed, and no more than seventy or eighty 
people believed him. His wife, who not only attended to his 
needs, but also admired, flattered, and idolized him in a 
servile way, was his first follower. Her social standing 
convinced a few other average people such as Abu Bakr, 
Othman and Omar to join his cause. Apart from these few, the 
rest of Muhammad’s followers were a bunch of slaves, and a 
few disaffected youths. 


The Myth of Persecution 


Muhammad's call in Mecca was received with indifference. 
The Meccans, like most non-Muslims of today, were tolerant 
of all religions. Religious persecution in those lands was 
unheard of. Polytheistic societies are generally tolerant by 
nature. They were offended when Muhammad insulted their 
gods, but they did not harm him. 


When Muhammad's insults of pagan deities became 
unbearable, the Meccans boycotted him and his followers. 
They decided not to sell any goods to them and not to buy 
from them anything. This boycott lasted, perhaps two years. It 
was hard on Muslims, but boycott is not the same as killing. 
Therefore, we cannot call this boycott, persecution. 
Persecution is what Muslims did to Baha’is. Thousands of 
innocent Baha’is were tortured and butchered with no mercy 
in Iran in the previous two centuries, even though they had 
never insulted Islam, its author or its sacred book. 


Muhammad encouraged his followers to leave Mecca. This 
upset those whose children or slaves had converted to Islam. 
Some of the slaves were caught while trying to escape and 
were beaten. That was not, of course, religious persecution. 
The Meccans were simply trying to protect what they 
considered to be their property. For example, when Bilal was 
caught, his master, Umaiya, beat him and put him in chains. 
Abu Bakr paid his price and he was set free. He was punished 
for trying to escape, causing a financial loss to his owner and 
not for his beliefs. There are also stories of Muslims being 
beaten by their family members for converting to Islam. A 
hadith narrates that Omar, prior to his own conversion, had 
tied up his sister forcing her to leave Islam. [Sahih Bukhari Vol 
5, Book 58, Number 207] 


Omar was a violent and strict man, both before and after 
his conversion. These stories can hardly be classified as 
religious persecutions. In the Middle East, individualism is an 
alien concept. What you believe and what you do is 
everyone’s business. Women in particular cannot make their 
own decisions. Even today Muslim women can be honor- 
killed if they decide to marry a man of their choice without the 
consent of their families. 


There is a story of persecution about a woman known as 
Summayah. Ibn Sa’d is the only historian who says Summayah 
suffered martyrdom in the hands of Abu Jahl. Al-Bayhaqi 
relying on Ibn Sa’d writes, “Abu Jahl stabbed her in her 
private parts.” [Al-Dalaa‘il, 2/282] If this martyrdom had 
really occurred, it would have been trumpeted forth by every 
biographer and would have been reported in innumerable 
traditions. This is just an example of the kind of exaggeration 
that Muslims have been fond of making from the beginning. 


In fact, the same biographer also claims that Bilal was the 
first martyr. Bilal long survived the alleged persecutions, came 
back to Mecca when that town was conquered by Muhammad 
and chanted the Azan from the roof top of Ka’ba. He died a 
natural death. 


Some Islamic sources claim that Summayah, her husband 
Yasir, and their son Ammar were persecuted in Mecca. 
However, Muir has shown that after Yasir died of natural 
causes, Summayah married the Greek slave Azraq and had a 
child called Salma. [Sir William Muir: The Biography of 
Mahomet, and Rise of Islam. Chapter IV page 126] How then 
are we to understand that she died under persecution? 


Azraq belonged to Taif, and was one of the slaves who, at 
the siege of that city (some fifteen years later), fled over to 
Muhammad's camp. It is natural to conclude that Summayah, 
after Yasir's death, married Azraq and lived at Taif and the 
story of her persecution and martyrdom is false. 


Muhammad was not against slavery. Later, when he came 
to power, he forced thousands of free people into slavery. 
However, his order to leave Mecca was disrupting the social 
order and causing sedition. Because of that and his constant 
taunting of their religion, he became a persona non grata among 
his people. Yet at no time were he and his followers 
persecuted because of their faith. 


Muslims make many baseless claims. Polytheists generally 
don’t give a hoot about what others believe. They are 
pluralistic by their very nature. Ka’ba housed 360 idols, each a 
patron of a different tribe. There were Jews, Christians, 
Zoroastrians, Sabeans (an extinct monotheistic faith) and all 
sorts of religions in Arabia, whose followers were freely 
practicing their religions. There were other prophets also 


preaching their faiths. Religious intolerance in Arabia began 
with Islam. 


There is no evidence of any persecution against 
Muhammad and Muslims in Mecca. Nonetheless, Muslims 
make such claims because Muhammad has made that claim. 
Astonishingly, even some non-Muslim historians who are not 
sympathetic to Islam have fallen into that trap and have 
echoed this untruth. 


Muhammad claimed victimhood when in reality he was the 
victimizer. Muslims do the same. Everywhere it is Muslims 
who are killing, oppressing and persecuting, and yet they are 
the ones who cry loudest claiming to be victims and 
oppressed. To understand this phenomenon, we must 
understand the psychology of Muhammad and his followers. 


As the matter of fact, it was Muhammad who preached 
intolerance even when still in Mecca. Muslims often quote 
Sura 109 as evidence that Muhammad preached tolerance. 
This Meccan sura reads: 


Say: O ye that reject Faith! 

I worship not that which ye worship, 

Nor will ye worship that which I worship. 

And I will not worship that which ye have been wont to worship, 
Nor will ye worship that which I worship. 

To you be your Way, and to me mine 


Maududi, Qutb and many other Muslim scholars know 
better. They do not see this sura as an indication of tolerance. 
Maududi in his interpretation of the Quran writes: 


“If the Surah is read with this background in mind, one 
finds that it was not revealed to preach religious tolerance as some 
people of today seem to think, but it was revealed in order to 


exonerate the Muslims from the disbelievers’ religion, their rites of 
worship, and their gods, and to express their total disgust and 
unconcern with them and to tell them that Islam and kufr (unbelief) 
had nothing in common and there was no possibility of their being 
combined and mixed into one entity. Although it was addressed 
in the beginning to the disbelieving Quraish in response to 
their proposals of compromise, yet it is not confined to them 
only, but having made it a part of the Quran, Allah gave the 
Muslims the eternal teaching that they should exonerate themselves 
by word and deed from the creed of kufr wherever and in whatever 
form it be, and should declare without any reservation that they 
cannot make any compromise with the disbelievers in the matter of 
faith. That is why this Surah continued to be recited when the 
people to whom it was addressed as a rejoinder, had died and 
been forgotten, and those Muslims also continued to recite it 
who were disbelievers at the time it was revealed, and the 
Muslims still recite it centuries after they have passed away, 
for expression of disgust with and dissociation from kufr and 
its rites is a perpetual demand of Faith”. [www.usc.edu/ dept/ 
MSA/quran/maududi/mau109.html] 


Immigration to Medina 


Having to care for numerous children, while having to deal 
with a_ self-absorbed husband, Khadijah neglected her 
business, so that by the time she died, the family was 
impoverished. Shortly after Khadijah’s death, Muhammad’s 
other supporter, his uncle and guardian Abu Talib, also died. 
Deprived of these two close powerful allies, and ignored by 
the Meccans, he decided to immigrate to Medina, where he 
had received pledges of allegiance by some of its inhabitants. 


He ordered his followers to go first. Some of them were 
reluctant. He told them that if they didn’t, they would “find 
their abode in Hell.” [Quran, 4:97: “When angels take the souls 


of those who die in sin against their souls, they say: “In what 
(plight) were ye?’ They reply: ‘Weak and oppressed were we 
in the earth.” They say: “Was not the earth of Allah spacious 
enough for you to move yourselves away?’ Such men will find 
their abode in Hell - What an evil refuge!” | 


Muhammad himself stayed behind. Then, one night, he 
claimed Allah told him his enemies were about to attempt to 
hurt him. He then asked his loyal friend Abu Bakr to secretly 
accompany him to Medina. The following verse is about that 
intimation: 


“Remember how the Unbelievers plotted against you 
[Muhammad], to keep you in bonds, or slay you, or get you out (of 
your home). They deceive, and Allah too deceives; but the best of 
deceivers (makerin) is Allah”. (Q.8:30) 


It appears that Allah is guessing what the Meccans were 
plotting and not quite sure. Doesn’t this verse reveal the fears 
of a paranoid man? Muhammad lived among the Meccans for 
thirteen years, taunting them and insulting their religion, just 
as Muslims today insult the religion of everyone else, and yet 
they tolerated him. Except for Muhammad’s own claim, there 
is no historical evidence that they ever tried to harm him. 


In history written by Muslims themselves, there is no 
evidence of persecution against Muhammad. The elders of the 
Quraish, vexed at his insults, repaired to his aged uncle Abu 
Talib and said, “This Nephew of yours has spoken opprobriously of 
our gods and our religion, and has abused us as fools, and given out 
that our forefathers were all astray. Now, avenge us yourself of our 
adversary (seeing that you are in the same case with ourselves), or 
leave him to it that we may take our satisfaction.” [Sir William 
Muir, Life of Muhammad, Vol. 2, chap. 5, p. 162] 


This is hardly the language and approach of persecutors. 
This is a plea, an ultimatum to Muhammad to stop abusing 
their gods. Compare that to the actions of today’s Muslims 
when their prophet is portrayed in a few cartoons. Muslims 
rioted and, in far-away places such as Nigeria and Turkey, 
killed nearly one hundred people who had nothing to do with 
those cartoons, and yet the Quraish tolerated numerous insults 
against their gods for thirteen years. 


The night Muhammad escaped to Medina, in the company 
of his loyal friend Abu Bakr, marks the beginning of the 
Islamic calendar [Hijra]. In Medina, he found Arabs who were 
less sophisticated than the Meccans. An added advantage was 
that they were ignorant of his background and character, to 
which the Meccans were privy. As a result, they were more 
receptive to his message. 


Muhammad was not the first Arab prophet. Several other 
pretenders from other parts of Arabia were his near 
contemporaries. The best known was Musailama, who started 
his prophetic calling a few years before Muhammad, but 
unlike the prophet of Islam, he was successful in his own town 
and among his own people. Interestingly, a woman called 
Sijah was also a claimant to that title, and she too had a sizable 
following among her own people. Both of these prophets were 
preaching monotheism. There is convincing evidence that, 
prior to Islam’s dominance in Arabia, women there were much 
more respected and had more rights than at any time since. 
None of these other prophets, however, resorted to violence in 
order to expand their religions or to rob people. They did not 
want to conquer territories and build empires, but rather, in 
the tradition of the Biblical prophets, were solely interested in 
preaching and in inviting people to worship God. Muhammad 
was the only prophet-warrior of Arabia. The above mentioned 


prophets were not antagonistic with each other. They 
cooperated and did not fight over dominance. 


The Medinan Arabs accepted Muhammad readily, not 
because of the profundity of his teachings which basically, as 
stated above, consisted only in telling people to believe in him, 
but because of their rivalry with the Jews. Medina was 
essentially a Jewish town. The Jews, by virtue of their faith, 
considered themselves to be “chosen people.” They were also 
wealthier and more educated than the Arabs and, as a result, 
were envied by them. Most of Medina was owned by the Jews. 
This city was a Jewish town. Kitab al-Aghani [a collection of 
poems in many volumes compiled by Abu al-Faraj Ali of 
Esfahan; It contains poems from the oldest epoch of Arabic 
literature down to the 9 cent. It is an important source of 
information on medieval Islamic society] traces the first 
settlement of the Jews in Medina back to the time of Moses. 
However, in the 10% century book Futuh al-Buldan (The 
Conquest of The Towns), Al Baladhuri writes that, according to 
the Jews, a second Jewish immigration took place in 587 BC, 
when Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon, destroyed 
Jerusalem and dispersed the Jews throughout the world. In 
Medina, the Jews were merchants, goldsmiths, blacksmiths, 
artisans, and farmers, whereas the Arabs were laborers and 
mostly worked for the Jews. They came to Medina at least a 
thousand years after the Jews, i.e. in 450 or 451 A.D., when a 
great flood in Yemen forced various Arab tribes of the Saba 
region to migrate to other parts of Arabia. The Arabs came to 
Medina in the fifth century as economic refugees. Once they 
converted to Islam, they banished and massacred their hosts 
and took over their city. 


After gaining a foothold in Yathrib, later called Medina, the 
Arabs started to raid and rob the Jews. Jews in return said 


what any oppressed people would: when their Messiah comes, 
he will take their revenge. When these Arabs heard 
Muhammad claiming to be a messenger of God and 
proclaiming himself to be the one foretold by Moses, they 
thought by accepting him and converting to Islam they would 
outrival the Jews. 


Ibn Ishaq narrates: “Now Allah had prepared the way for 
Islam in that they lived side by side with the Jews, who were 
people of the Scriptures and knowledge, while they 
themselves were polytheists and idolaters. They had often 
raided them in their district, and whenever bad feeling arose, 
the Jews used to say to them, ‘A prophet will be sent soon. His 
day is at hand. We shall follow him and kill you by his aid....’ 
So when they heard the apostle’s message, they said one to 
another: “This is the very prophet of whom the Jews warned 
us. Don’t let them get to him before us!’” [Sirat, Ibn Ishaq, 
p.197] 


It is ironic that Judaism and its messianic belief should 
become the strength of Islam and the cause of a Jewish 
holocaust in Arabia. Without it, Islam would have died like 
most cults do. 


Again, there is little or no evidence to support 
Muhammad's claim that Meccans persecuted Muslims. This 
claim is unquestioningly repeated by both Muslims and some 
non-Muslim historians. The anger and animosity toward 
Muslims was a reaction to Muhammad’s own behavior and 
nothing compared to how Muslims persecute the followers of 
other faiths. It was Muhammad, not the Meccans, who 
ordered Muslims to leave their homes. He enticingly 
promised: 


“To those who leave their homes in the cause of Allah, after 
suffering oppression, we will assuredly give a goodly home in this 
world; but truly the reward of the Hereafter will be greater. If they 
only realized (this)!” (Q.16:41) 


The immigrants had no source of income. How was 
Muhammad to deliver this promise and give “goodly homes” 
to those who, at his behest, had forsaken their homes? They 
had become poor and relied on the charity of the Medinans for 
sustenance. Muhammad was about to lose his credibility. His 
followers were whispering their discontent. Some started to 
defect from his camp. His response to all this was another 
threatening verse: 


“They [the unbelievers] long that you should disbelieve even as 
they disbelieve, that you may be upon a level (with them). So choose 
not friends from them till they forsake their homes in the way of 
Allah; if they turn back (to enmity) then take them and kill them 
wherever you find them, and choose neither friend nor helper from 
among them”. (Q.4:89) 


How can we reconcile these friendship prohibitions and 
threats with the claim that the Meccans had driven 
Muhammad and his followers out of their homes? In this 
verse, Muhammad is telling his followers to kill those Muslims 
who defect and want to return to Mecca. This is reminiscent of 
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the reverend Jim Jones’ “Jonestown” compound in Guyana, 
where he ordered his men to shoot anyone attempting to 
escape. All of this was designed to isolate his followers so that 
he could better control and indoctrinate them. When one is 
separated from family and friends, and joins a cult where 
everyone is bewitched, it becomes difficult to think or question 


the authority of the leader. 


Jalal al-Din al-Suyuti says: “A group of people from Mecca 
accepted Islam and professed their belief; as a result, the 


companions in Mecca wrote to them requesting that they 
emigrate too; for if they don't do so, they shall not be 
considered as those who are among the believers. In 
compliance, the group left, but were soon ambushed by the 
non-believers (Quraish) before reaching their destination; they 
were coerced into disbelief, and they professed it.” [Jalal al-Din 
al-Suyuti "al-Durr al-Manthoor Fi al- Tafsir al-Ma-athoor," vol.2, 
p178| 


Suyuti writes that in one hadith Allah's Apostle said, "There 
is no Hira (i.e. migration) (from Mecca to Medina) after the 
Conquest (of Mecca), but Jihad and good intention remain; and if 
you are called (by the Muslim ruler) for fighting, go forth 
immediately.” This shows that prior to the conquest of Mecca, 
emigration from that town was one of the requisites for 
Muslims. This is additional evidence of the fact that Muslims 
were coerced by Muhammad to abandon their homes, while 
their families did everything they could to keep their loved 


ones from following this man. 


[Jalal al-Din al-Misri al-Suyuti al-Shafii al-Ashari, also 
known as Ibn al-Asyuti (849-911) was the mujtahid imam and 
renewer of the tenth Islamic century. He was a hadith master, 
jurist, Sufi, philologist, and historian. He authored works in 
virtually every Islamic science] 


Divide and Rule 


Despite his frantic threats that divine punishment awaited 
those who would abandon him, Muhammad had to find a 
way to provide a source of livelihood for his followers. To 
solve this problem, he told them to rob the Meccan caravans. 
He asserted that the Meccans had driven them out of their 
homes and so it was lawful for them to plunder them. 


“Permission (to fight) is given to those upon whom war is made 
because they are oppressed, and most surely Allah is well able to 
assist them. Those who have been expelled from their homes without 
a just cause except that they say: Our Lord is Allah”. (Q.22:39-40) 


Meanwhile, he issued many Quranic verses prodding his 
followers to fight the non-believers. 


“O Prophet! Rouse the believers to the fight. If there are twenty 
amongst you, patient and persevering, they will vanquish two 
hundred: if a hundred, they will vanquish a thousand of the 
unbelievers: for these are a people without understanding”. (Q.8:65) 


Muhammad justified these attacks by playing what today 
we call the victim card, much as his followers do today. He 
claimed that unbelievers had been oppressing believers and 
waging war against them. In reality, he initiated the hostilities 
by raiding the Meccans’ caravans and killing them as soon as 
he had enough men believing in him and willing to do his 
bidding. 

The contradiction is obvious. In one verse, Muhammad 
urges his followers to immigrate to Medina and threatens 
those who might be thinking of staying behind with murder 
and hell, while in other verses, he falsely claims that Muslims 
have been expelled without just cause and refers to them as 
“those against whom war is made.” 


This is what Muslims do today. They are the ones 
oppressing non-Muslims, terrorizing them and they are the 
perpetrators of systematic persecution of minorities among 
them, and yet, they cry victim and portray themselves as the 
wronged ones. It is through these claims of victimhood that 
they justify their atrocities on their victims. 


The Arabic proverb “Darabani, wa baka; Sabaqani, wa'shtaka” 
(He struck me, and started crying; then he went ahead of me 


and charged me with beating him!) perfectly illustrates 
Muhammad’s modus operandi. His followers play the same 
dirty game to this day. This strategy made Muhammad 
dazzlingly successful. He roused sons against their fathers, 
turned brothers against brothers, and undermined tribal 
alliances, corroding the fabric of the society. Using this tactic, 
he eventually brought all of Arabia under his domination. 


Do not assume that there is something about Arabs that 
makes them susceptible to stupidity. Westerners converting to 
Islam become just as inimical to their own people and 
countries as those Arabs did 1400 years ago. John Walker 
Lindh converted to Islam and went to Afghanistan to fight for 
Al-Qaeda against America. Joseph Cohen was an orthodox 
Jew, who converted to Islam; and today he says that killing 
Israelis, including their children, is legitimate. Yvonne Ridley, 
the BBC journalist who sneaked into Afghanistan in 2001 and 
was captured by the Taliban, converted to Islam upon her 
release, and now hates her own country so much that she calls 
it “the third most hated country of the world” (after Israel and 
America supposedly). She supports suicide bombings, calling 
them “martyrdom operations,” and has called the notorious 
terrorist Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, who killed thousands of 
Iraqis in a campaign of violence in Iraq and masterminded the 
bombing in Jordan that killed 60 and injured 115 persons in a 
wedding ceremony, “a hero.” As for the Chechen terrorist 
leader Shamil Basayev, the mastermind of the Moscow theatre 
hostage crisis and the Beslan school massacre, he is “a martyr 
whose place in Paradise is assured,” says Ridley. [Daily 
Muslims, July 12, 2006] 


Inciting hatred worked for Arabs and all those who now 
call themselves Muslims, and it will work for others too. 


Promise of Heavenly Rewards 


Several verses of the Quran exhort Muslims to raid 
innocent people and loot them, for reward in this world and in 
the next. “Allah promises you much booty that ye will 
capture.” (Q 48:20) To placate the conscience of those who 
might have felt some guilt about what they were doing, 
Muhammad made his Allah say: “Enjoy what you took in war, 
lawful and good.” [Quran, 8:69. See also Quran, 8:74: “Those 
who believe, and adopt exile, and fight for the Faith, in the cause of 
Allah as well as those who give (them) asylum and aid - these are 
(all) in very truth the Believers: for them 1s the forgiveness of sins 
and a provision most generous.” 


One who is not familiar with Muhammad’s style of writing 
(actually, of reciting, as he was illiterate) may wonder how the 
order to loot people can be reconciled with the command to 
fear Allah. However, those who read the Quran in Arabic 
notice that the verses rhyme, and Muhammad often added 
words or phrases that are out of place, such as “fear Allah,’ 
“Allah is most merciful,’ “He is all knowing, all wise,’ etc., just 
to make his verses rhyme. Otherwise, it is inconceivable to fear 
the wrath of God and at the same time pillage and murder 
innocent people. By doing so—by associating God with 
looting, genocide and rape—Muhammad lowered the moral 
standards of his followers and sanctified evil. Thus pillage 
became holy pillage, killing became holy killing, and iniquity 
was sanctioned and even glorified. He assured his men that 
those who fight for their Faith would be rewarded, not only 
with the spoils of war but with forgiveness for their sins] 


Many Muslim atrocities throughout the centuries were 
inspired by this and similar verses. Amir Timur-i-lang aka 
Tamerlane (1336-1405) was a ruthless man who became 
emperor through banditry. In an autobiographical memoir, 
“The History of My Expedition against India’, he wrote: 


“My principal object in coming to Hindustan (India) and in 
undergoing all this toil and hardship has been to accomplish two 
things. The first was to war with the infidels, the enemies of Islam; 
and by this religious warfare to acquire some claim to reward in the 
life to come. The other was a worldly object; that the army of Islam 
might gain something by plundering the wealth and valuables of the 
infidels: plunder in war is as lawful as their mothers’ milk to 
Muslims who war for their faith, and the consuming of that which ts 
lawful is a means of grace”. [Malfuzat-i Timuri, or Tuzak-i 
Timuri, by Amir Timur-i-lang in The History of India as Told by 
its own Historians: The Posthumous Papers of the Late Sir H. 
M. Elliot. John Dowson, ed. 1%t ed. 1867, 2nd ed., Calcutta: 
Sushil Gupta, 1956, vol. 2, pp. 8-98] 


Even if we assume that those eighty or so Muslims who 
emigrated were indeed forced out by the Meccans, how would 
this justify the raids on the caravans? The goods in those 
caravans did not necessarily belong to the people who 
allegedly exiled the Muslims. Is anyone who thinks they are 
being persecuted in a city justified in taking his revenge on 
any citizen of that city? 


Muslims use the same logic when they bomb and kill 
innocent civilians. If they perceive a country as having been 
unfriendly towards them, they think it is okay to impose 
payback by killing any innocent citizen of that country. 
Everything Muslims do today that baffles the world is an 
imitation of what Muhammad did. 

In Chapter 22, Verse 39 of the Quran, Allah gives 
permission to fight. This is the very same verse with which 
Osama Bin Laden began one of his letters to America. Can we 
therefore really say that Islam has nothing to do with Islamic 
terrorism? 


Incite to Violence 


In Medina, the immigrants from Mecca were a mere 
handful. To be effective in his raids, Muhammad also needed 
the help of recent Muslim converts native in that town, whom 
he called “Ansar” (the helpers). 


However, the Medinans had not joined Islam in order to 
raid caravans and wage wars. Believing in Allah is one thing. 
Raiding, robbing and killing people are altogether something 
else. Arabs, prior to Muhammad, were not used to religious 
wars. Even today, there are Muslims who, though they may 
believe in Allah, do not want to fight and kill for their religion. 
To persuade that kind of followers, Muhammad made his 
Allah issue this command: 

“Fighting 1s good prescribed for you, and you dislike it. But it is 
possible that you dislike a thing which is good for you, and that you 
love a thing, which is bad for you. But Allah knows, and you know 
not”. (Q. 2:216) 


Soon, the Prophet's efforts bore fruit. Goaded by greed for 
booty and by promises of rewards in the afterlife, the Medinan 
Muslims joined in the banditry and looting business as well. 
As Muhammad’s army grew and his ambition soared, the 
bandit decided to graduate to potentate. He encouraged his 
followers not only to wage war for him “in the way of Allah” 
but also to pay for the expenses of those wars. 


“And spend of your wealth in the cause of Allah, and make not 
your own hands contribute to (your) destruction; but do good; for 
Allah loves those who do good”. (Q.2:195) 


Note how Muhammad links “doing good” with looting, 


terror, and murder. 


It is by this very twisted sense of morality that Muslims are 
able to sacrifice their conscience and take up a sociopathic 
situational ethics toward other groups, one that must always 


be played to their advantage. However a situation benefits 
Muslims is considered good. Muhammad made his followers 
believe that subsidizing his warfare and committing such acts 
of terrorism for Islam were the best deeds that pleased God. 


Today, Muslims who cannot fight, compensate by 
contributing to Islamic “charities.” These “charities” are not 
established to build hospitals, orphanages, schools or senior 
housing. Rather, they are established to expand Islam, to build 
mosques and madrassas, to train terrorists, and to finance 
jihad. Islamic charities will aid the poor only to enlist them for 
their political cause. A good example of that is the huge 
amount of money the Islamic Republic of Iran pays to the 
Hezbollah of Lebanon. The masses of Iranians today are living 
in abject poverty. Those, who are lucky enough to work, try to 
survive with a salary that amounts to no more than $100 US 
dollars per month. They are in dire need of food, jobs and 
shelter. 


Why then take their money and give it to the Lebanese? 
The idea is to make Islam taste sweet in their mouths and 
enlist them in the war against Israel. When people didn’t pony 
up enough funds for his military campaigns, Muhammad 
would angrily rebuke them: 


“And what reason have you that you should not spend in Allah's 
way? And Allah's ts the inheritance of the heavens and the earth, not 
alike among you are those who spent before the victory and fought 
(and those who did not): they are more exalted in rank than those 
who spent and fought afterwards; and Allah has promised good to 
all; and Allah 1s aware of what you do”. (Q.57:10) 


He cleverly equated the money that Muslims spend on his 
warfare to a “loan” given to God, and promised them “goodly 
interest.” 


“Who is he that will loan to Allah a beautiful loan? For (Allah) 
will increase it manifold to his credit, and he will have (besides) a 
liberal reward”. (Q.57:11) 


While Muhammad made Allah tell his followers how great 
will be the reward of those who finance his warfare 
expeditions, he did not want them to brag about their 
contributions and their sacrifices. Making sacrifices was to be 
understood as a privilege. It was the believers who had to be 
grateful to him for the opportunity of serving him, and not the 
other way round: 


“Those who spend their substance in the cause of Allah, and 
follow not up their gifts with reminders of their generosity or with 
injury, -for them their reward 1s with their Lord: on them shall be no 
fear, nor shall they grieve”. (Q. 2:262) 


After rousing them to wage war and instructing them to 
smite the necks of the unbelievers, he assured them of their 
rewards. 


“So when you meet in battle those who disbelieve, then smite the 
necks until when you have overcome them, then make (them) 
prisoners, and afterwards either set them free as a favor or let them 
ransom (themselves) until the war terminates. That (shall be so); and 
if Allah had pleased He would certainly have exacted what is due 
from them, but that He may try some of you by means of others; and 
(as for) those who are slain in the way of Allah, He will by no means 
allow their deeds to perish”. (Q. 47:4) 


In other words, Allah can kill the unbelievers without the 
help of the Muslims, but he wants Muslims to do it in order to 
test their faith. Thus, Allah is a mafia godfather, a thuggish 
gang-leader who tests the loyalty of his henchmen by asking 
them to kill. In Islam, the faith of the believer is ultimately 


tested by their bloodthirstiness and readiness to kill. Then he 
said: 

“And prepare against them what force you can and horses tied at 
the frontier, to frighten thereby the enemy of Allah and your enemy 
and others besides them, whom you do not know (but) Allah knows 
them; and whatever thing you will spend in Allah's way, it will be 
paid back to you fully and you shall not be dealt with unjustly”. (Q. 
8:60) 

Muhammad made empty promises that those who warred 
(with body or finances) against unbelievers and accepted him 
as Allah’s messenger would find rewards piled high in the 
afterlife. In characterizing these rewards, he was indeed most 
generous and extravagant. He claimed there would be all 
kinds of goodies and endless sexual indulgence in paradise, 
and warned that punishment loomed for those who were 
stingy in subsidizing his warfare: [Q 47:38: “Behold, ye are those 
invited to spend (of your substance) in the way of Allah: But among 
you are some that are niggardly. But any who are niggardly are so at 
the expense of their own souls. But Allah is free of all wants, and tt is 
ye that are needy. If ye turn back (from the Path), He will substitute 
in your stead another people; then they would not be like you!” 


“Believers! Shall I point out to you a profitable course that will 
save you from a woeful scourge? Have faith in Allah and His apostle, 
and fight for Allah’s cause with your wealth and with your persons. 
That would be best for you, if you but knew it. He will forgive you 
your sins and admit you to gardens watered by running streams; He 
will lodge you in pleasant mansions in the gardens of Eden. That ts 
the supreme triumph”. (Q.61:10-11) 


“[In Paradise] they shall recline on couches lined with thick 
brocade, and within reach will hang fruits of both gardens. Which of 
your Lord’s blessings would you deny? Therein are bashful virgins 
whom neither man nor jinnee will have touched before. Which of 


your Lord's blessings would you deny? Virgins as fair as corals and 
rubies. Which of your Lord's blessings would you deny?” (Q.55:53- 
55) 


“[In Paradise] theirs shall be gardens and vineyards, and high- 
bosomed maidens for companions: a truly overflowing cup”. 
(Q.78:32-33) 


“Believe in Allah and His messenger, and spend out of the 
whereof He has made you heirs. For, those of you who believe and 
spend, - for them is a great Reward”. (Q.57:7) [See also 63:10] 


These and similar verses of the Quran make it easy to 
understand why so many Islamic charities have been caught 
financing terrorist organizations. [An affidavit made public in 
federal court in Virginia in August 19, 2003 contends that the 
Muslim charities gave $3.7 million to BMI Inc., a private 
Islamic investment company in New Jersey that may have 
passed the money to terrorist groups. The money was part of a 
$10 million endowment from unnamed donors in Jeddah, 
Saudi Arabia. http://pewforum.org/news/display.php ? NewsID=2563. 
Also on July 27, 2004, the U.S. Justice Department unsealed the 
indictment of the nation's largest Muslim charity and seven of 
its top officials on charges of funneling $12.4 million over six 
years to individuals and groups associated with the Islamic 
Resistance Movement, or Hamas, the Palestinian group that 
the U.S. government considers to be a terrorist organization. 
www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A18257-2004Jul27.html] 


One would think that charity and terrorism are 
diametrically opposed concepts, but such a distinction is not 
obvious to Muslims. Islamic charities are meant to promote 
Islam and support jihad. To us, this is terrorism; to a Muslim, 
it is holy war, an obligation and the most meritorious act in the 
sight of Allah. 


Thus, to fight in the cause of Allah became an ordinance, 
binding upon all Muslims. Muhammad roused the immigrants 
against their own people, calling for vengeance to be taken 
against those whom he alleged persecuted Muslims. 


“Fight until there is no fitnah (mischief/dissension) and religion 
is wholly to Allah”. (Q. 8:39) 


When some of his followers showed reluctance to make 
war, he coerced them to do his bidding by propitiously 
“revealing” new injunctions from Allah, who warned of their 
dire fate if they disobeyed. 


“And those who believe say: Why has not a chapter been 
revealed? But when a decisive chapter is revealed, and fighting is 
mentioned therein, you see those in whose hearts is a disease look to 
you with the look of one fainting because of death. Woe to them 
then!” (Q.47:20) 


If these verses tell us one thing, it is that Islam is by 
definition belligerent. As long as people believe in Islam and 
think that the Quran is the word of God, Islamic terrorism will 
always win out. Those within Islam who might call for reform, 
tolerance, and a “dialogue between civilizations” are easily 
silenced by the authority of the Quran, so many of whose 
verses rouse believers to wage war against unbelievers. 


“Fight then in Allah's way; this 1s not imposed on you except in 
relation to yourself, and rouse the believers to ardor maybe Allah will 
restrain the fighting of those who disbelieve and Allah is strongest in 
prowess and strongest to give an exemplary punishment”. (Q. 4:84) 


Giving them the assurances of success: 


“And Allah will by no means give the unbelievers a way against 
the believers”. (Q. 4:141) 


And promises of celestial rewards: 


“Those who believed and fled (their homes), and strove hard in 
Allah’s way with their property and their souls, are much higher in 
rank with Allah; and those are they who are the achievers (of their 
objects)”. (Q. 9:20) 


[See also Q 8:72 “Those who believed and those who suffered 
exile and fought (and strove and struggled) in the path of Allah, - 
they have the hope of the Mercy of Allah: And Allah ts oft-forgiving, 
most Merciful.” And Q 8:74: “Those who believe, and adopt exile, 
and fight for the Faith, in the cause of Allah as well as those who give 
(them) asylum and aid, - these are (all) in very truth the Believers: 
for them 1s the forgiveness of sins and a provision most generous. ” | 


Muslims scholars everywhere echo this incitement to 
violence. Saudi Arabia's leading religious figure, its grand 
mufti, defended the spirit of jihad as a God-given right. “The 
spread of Islam has gone through several phases, secret and then 
public, in Mecca and Medina, the holiest places in Islam”, said 
Sheikh Abdel Aziz Al Sheikh in a statement carried by the 
state news agency SPA. “God then authorized the faithful to 
defend themselves and to fight against those fighting them, which 
amounts to a right legitimized by God, “This... is quite reasonable, 
and God will not hate it.’” he said. 


[http:/ /metimes.com/ articles/normal.php?StoryID=20060 
918-110403-1970r] 


Saudi Arabia's most senior cleric explained that war was 
not Muhammad’s first choice: “He gave three options: either 
accept Islam or surrender and pay tax, and they will be allowed to 
remain in their land, observing their religion under the protection of 
Muslims.” [Ibid] The Grand Mufti is right. Violence against 
non-Muslims was only a last resort, if they refused to convert 
or surrender peacefully to the armies of Islam. This is no credit 
to Muhammad. Few armed robbers resort to violence if their 


victim peacefully cooperates. Criminals only use violence if 
they encounter resistance. 


In an Internet based debate that I held with Mr. Javed 
Ahmed Ghamidi, arguably the most prominent Pakistani 
Islamic scholar, through his student Dr. Khalid Zaheer, Mr. 
Ghamidi wrote: “The possibility of killings mentioned in the 
Quran are either meant for those who were guilty of murder, or 
causing mischief on earth, or those who were declared unworthy of 
living in this world any more after they had denied the clearly 
communicated and understood message from God.” Mr. Ghamidi is 
a moderate Muslim. However, he knows his religion well and 
knows that those who reject Islam are “unworthy of living in 
this world any more” and must be put to death. 


[www .faithfreedom.org/debates/Ghamidip18.htm] 
Raids 


Muslims often speak with pride about Muhammad’s 
“battles.” It is a pride based on illusions. Muhammad avoided 
battles. He preferred ambushes and raids, which allowed him 
to take his victims by surprise and massacre them while they 
were unprepared and unarmed. 


During the last ten years of his life, after he moved to 
Medina and felt strong amongst his followers, Muhammad 
launched 74 raids. [Tabagat, Vol. 2, pp. 1-2] Some of them 
amounted to little more than assassinations, while others were 
expeditions of thousands of men. He participated in 27 of 
them. These are called ghazwa. The wars he ordered his men to 
wage but did not himself take part in are called sariyyah. Both 
ghazwa and sariyyah mean raid, ambush, and sudden attack. 


Bukhari narrates a hadith from Abdullah bin Ka’b, who 
said, “Whenever Allah’s Apostle wanted to make a Ghazwa, he used 


to hide his intention by apparently referring to different Ghazwa.” 
[Sahih Bukhari Volume 5, Book 59, Number 702] 


When Muhammad took part in a war, he would always 
stay behind his troops, protected by his special entourage. 
Nowhere in the authentic biographies of Muhammad, do we 
read that he ever fought personally. 


In one of the battles, a war known as the Sacrilegious War, 
fought in Mecca, Muhammad attended upon his uncles. Now 
nearly twenty years old, his efforts were confined to gathering 
up the arrows discharged by the enemy during the ceasefire 
and handing them to his uncles. Muir explains: “Physical 
courage, indeed, and martial daring are virtues which did not 
distinguish the prophet at any period of his career.” [William Muir, 
Life of Muhammad Vol. Il, Chap. 2, p. 6] 


Muhammad and his men ambushed towns and villages 
without warning, descended upon unarmed civilians, 
butchered as many of them as they could, and took as spoils 
the vanquished community’s herds and _ livestock, their 
weaponry and their belongings, as well as their wives and 
children. The raiders sometimes ransomed the women and 
children for money, or kept/sold them as slaves. The 
following is an account of one of these raids: 


“The Prophet had suddenly attacked Banu Mustaliq without 
warning while they were heedless and their cattle were being watered 
at the places of water. Their fighting men were killed and their 
women and children were taken as captives; the Prophet got 
Juwairiya on that day. Nafi said that Ibn Omar had told him the 
above narration and that Ibn Omar was in that army”. [Sahih 
Bukhari, Vol. 3. Book 46, Number 717] 


In this war, says the Muslim chronicler, “600 were taken 
prisoners by the Muslims. Among the booty there were 2,000 camels 
and 5,000 goats.” [Ibid] 


The world is shocked when Muslim terrorists kill children 
and the Muslim apologists are quick to announce that killing 
children in Islam is prohibited. The truth is Muhammad 
allowed killing children during night raids. 


“It is reported on the authority of Sa'b b. Jaththama that the 
Prophet of Allah (may peace be upon him), when asked about 
the women and children of the polytheists being killed during 
the night raid, said: They are from them [belong to them] 
[Sahih Muslim Book 019, Number 4321, 4322 and 4323] 


The objective of Muhammad’s raids was primarily to loot. 
A number of sources considered authoritative by virtually all 
Muslims attest that in order to win, the Prophet took 
advantage of the element of surprise: 


Ibn Aun reported: I wrote to Nafi inquiring from him 
whether it was necessary to extend (to the disbelievers) an 
invitation to accept (Islam) before meeting them in fight. He 
wrote (in reply) to me that it was necessary in the early days of 
Islam. The Messenger of Allah (may peace be upon him) made 
a raid upon Banu Mustaliq while they were unaware and their 
cattle were having a drink at the water. He killed those who 
fought and imprisoned others. On that very day, he captured 
Juwairiya bint al-Harith. Nafi said that this tradition was 
related to him by Abdullah b. Omar who (himself) was among 
the raiding troops. [Sahih Muslim Book 019, Number 4292] 


To justify such dastardly attacks on civilians, Muslim 
historians have often accused their victims of conspiring 
against Islam. However, there is no reason to believe that any 
Arab tribe would have benefited by invading the Muslims, 


who had become a strong group of bandits. Contrary to this 
claim, many tribes adopted policies of appeasement vis-a-vis 
Muslims by signing peace treaties with Muhammad in order 
to stay safe. Those treaties were later broken by the prophet 
when he became powerful. 


The loot did not just bring wealth to his marauding gang; it 
also provided them with sex slaves. Juwairiya was a beautiful 
young woman whose husband was slain, who fell to the lot of 
a Muslim. Aisha, Muhammad’s favorite and youngest wife 
(who, according to Muslim sources was six years old when the 
fifty-one year old Muhammad married her and nine when he 
consummated the marriage) accompanied Muhammad on this 
expedition and later narrated: 


“When the prophet—peace be upon him —distributed the 
captives of Banu Al-Mustaliq, she (Juwairiya) fell to the lot of 
Thabit ibn Qyas. She was married to her cousin, who was 
killed during the battle. She gave Thabit a deed, agreeing to 
pay him nine okes of gold for her freedom. She was a very 
beautiful woman. She captivated every man who saw her. She 
came to the prophet - peace be upon him - to ask for his help 
in the matter. As soon as I saw her at door of my room, I took 
a dislike to her, for I knew that he would see her as I saw her. 
She went in and told him who she was, the daughter of al- 
Harith ibn Dhirar, the chief of his people. She said: “You can 
see the state to which I have been brought. I have fallen to the 
lot of Thabit, and have given him a deed for ransom, and I 
have to come to ask your help in the matter.’ He said: “would 
you like something better than that? I will discharge your 
debt, and marry you.’ She said: ‘Yes.’ “O then it is Done!’ the 
messenger of Allah replied”. 
[http.//66.34.76.88/alsalafiyat/juwairiyah.htm| 


This account should end any argument about the real 
motive behind Muhammad's multiple marriages. He and his 
men murdered Juwairiya’s husband in an unprovoked raid. 
She was the daughter of the chief of Bani Mustaliq and a 
princess in her own right. She was reduced to slavery and 
became the possession of one of Muhammad’s marauding 
thugs. However, because of her beauty, the holy Prophet 
offered to “set her free” on the condition that she marry him. 
Is that freedom? What other choice did she have? Even if 
Muhammad did actually set her free, where could she go? 


Muslim apologists insist that most of Muhammad's wives 
were widows. One could thus get the impression that he 
married them out of charity. What they leave out is that these 
“widows” were young and beautiful, and they had become 
widows because Muhammad had murdered their husbands. 
Juwairiya was 20 years old at the time and Muhammad was 
58. Islamic chroniclers admit that Muhammad did not marry 
women unless they were young, beautiful, and childless. 
Except for Sauda, who was in her thirties when Muhammad 
married her so that she could take care of his children, and 
according to a hadith he stopped sleeping with her after he got 
prettier and younger women, all his wives were in their teens 
or early twenties and this is when he was in his fifties and 
sixties. [Aisha has narrated that Sauda gave up her (turn) day 
and night to her in order to seek the pleasure of Allah's 
Apostle (by that action) - Bukhari Volume 3, Book 47, Number 
766] The historian Tabari [Muhammad ibn Jarir al-Tabari (838- 
923) was one of the earliest, most prominent and famous 
Persian historians and exegetes of the Qur'an, most famous for 
his Tarikh al-Tabart and Tafsir al-Tabari| narrates that 
Muhammad solicited Hind bint Abu Talib, his own cousin, to 
marry him, but when she told him that she had a child, he 


desisted. Another woman was Zia bint Aamir. Muhammad 
asked someone to solicit her for marriage. She accepted, but 
when he was told of her age, he changed his mind. [Persian 
Tabari, Vol. IV, p1298] 


A Muslim named Jarir ibn Abdullah narrated that once 
Muhammad asked him, “Have you got married?" He replied 
in the affirmative. Muhammad then asked, “A virgin or a 
matron?” He replied, “I married a matron.” Then Muhammad 
said, “Why have you not married a virgin, so that you may 
play with her and she may play with you?” [Bukhari Volume 3, 
Book 34, Number 310] 


Women for the messenger of Allah were only sex objects. 
They had no more rights than chattel. Their function was to 
give pleasure to their husbands and birth to their children. 

Rape 

Muhammad allowed his men to rape the women captured 
in raids. However, after capturing the women, Muslims faced 
a dilemma. They wanted to have sex with them but also 
wanted to return them for ransom and therefore did not want 
to make them pregnant. Some of these women were already 
married. Their husbands had managed to escape when taken 
by surprise and were still alive. The raiders considered the 
possibility of coitus interruptus (withdrawing from intercourse 
prior to ejaculation). Unsure of the best course of action, they 
went to Muhammad for counsel. Bukhari reports: 


Abu Saeed said: “We went out with Allah's Apostle for the 
Ghazwa of Banu Al-Mustaligq and we received captives from 
among the Arab captives and we desired women and celibacy 
became hard on us and we loved to do coitus interruptus. So 
when we intended to do coitus interruptus, we said, 'How can 
we do coitus interruptus before asking Allah's Apostle who is 


present among us?’ We asked (him) about it and he said, 'It is 
better for you not to do so, for if any soul (till the Day of 
Resurrection) is predestined to exist, it will exist”. [Bukhari, 
Volume 5, Book 59, Number 459] 


Many other canonical hadiths recount how Muhammad 
approved intercourse with slave women, but said coitus 
interruptus was unnecessary because if Allah willed someone 
to be born, that soul would be born regardless of coitus 
interruptus. See the following: 


Bukhari 3.34.432: “Narrated Abu Saeed Al-Khudri: that 
while he was sitting with Allah's Apostle he said, “O Allah's 
Apostle! We get female captives as our share of booty, and we 
are interested in their prices, what is your opinion about coitus 
interruptus?’ The Prophet said, “Do you really do that? It is 
better for you not to do it. No soul that which Allah has 
destined to exist, but will surely come into existence.” 


Sahih Muslim is another source considered factual and 
accurate by virtually all Muslims. 


Here is Sahih Muslim 8.3381: “Allah's Messenger (may 
peace be upon him) was asked about 'azl, (coitus interruptus) 
whereupon he said: The child does not come from all the 
liquid (semen) and when Allah intends to create anything, 
nothing can prevent it (from coming into existence).” 


Muslims also consider Abu Dawood highly accurate and 
factual. Here is Abu Dawood, 29.29.32.100: “Yahya related to 
me from Malik from Humayd ibn Qais al-Makki that a man 
called Dhafif said that Ibn Abbas was asked about coitus 
interruptus. He called a slave-girl of his and said, ‘Tell them.’ 
She was embarrassed. He said, ‘It is alright, and I do it myself.’ 
Malik said, ‘A man does not practise coitus interruptus with a 
free woman unless she gives her permission. There is no harm 


in practicing coitus interruptus with a slave-girl without her 
permission. Someone who has someone else's slave-girl as a 
wife does not practice coitus interruptus with her unless her 
people give him permission.’" See also Bukhari 3.46.718, 
5.599.459, 7.62.135, 7.62.136, 7.62.137, 8.77.600, 9.93.506 Sahih 
Muslim 8.3383, 8.3388, 8.3376, 8.3377, and several more. 


Notice that Muhammad does not forbid raping women 
captured in war. Instead, he indicates that when Allah intends 
to create anything, nothing can prevent it. In other words, not 
even the absence of semen can prevent it. So Muhammad is 
telling his men that coitus interruptus would be futile and ill- 
advised because it would be an attempt to thwart the 
irresistible will of Allah. Muhammad does not say a word 
against the forced insemination of these captive females. In 
fact, by criticizing coitus interruptus, he supported forced 


insemination. 


In the Quran, Muhammad’s god made it legal to have 
intercourse with slave women, the so-called “right hand 
possessions,” even if they were married before their capture. 


Q 4:24: “Also (prohibited are) women already married, except 
those whom your right hands possess: Thus hath Allah ordained 
(Prohibitions) against you.” 


QO 33:50: “O Prophet! We have made lawful to thee thy wives to 
whom thou hast paid their dowers; and those whom thy right hand 
possesses out of the prisoners of war whom Allah has assigned to 
thee.” 


QO 4:3: “Tf ye fear that ye shall not be able to deal justly with the 
orphans, marry women of your choice, two or three or four; but if ye 
fear that ye shall not be able to deal justly (with them), then only one, 
or (a captive) that your right hands possess, that will be more 
suitable, to prevent you from doing injustice.” 


Torture 


Ibn Ishaq in his narration of the conquest of Jewish town 
Khaibar reports that Muhammad, without warning, attacked 
this fortress town and killed its unarmed people as they were 
fleeing. Among the captured was Qinana. 


“Qinana al-Rabi, who had the custody of the treasure of 
Banu Nadir, was brought to the apostle who asked him about 
it. He denied that he knew where it was. A Jew came (Tabari 
says “was brought’) to the apostle and said that he had seen 
Qinana going to a certain ruin every morning early. When the 
apostle said to Qinana, “Do you know that if we find you have 
it (the treasure) I shall kill you?’ He said, “Yes.’ The apostle 
gave orders that the ruin was to be excavated and some of the 
treasure was found. When he asked him about the rest (of the 
treasure), he refused to produce it, so the apostle gave orders 
to al-Zubayr Al-Awam, “Torture him until you extract what he 
has.’ So he kindled a fire with flint and steel on his chest until 
he was nearly dead. Then the apostle delivered him to 
Muhammad b. Maslama and he struck off his head, in revenge 
for his brother Mahmud”. [Sirat Rasul Allah, p. 515] 


On the same day that Muhammad tortured to death the 
youthful Qinana, he took his seventeen year old wife Safiya to 
a tent to have sex with. Two years earlier, he had beheaded 
her father along with the adult males of the Jewish tribe Bani 
Quraiza. Ibn Ishaq writes: 


“The apostle occupied the Jewish forts one after the other, 
taking prisoners as he went. Among these were Safiya, the 
wife of Qinana, the Khaibar chief, and two female cousins; the 
apostle chose Safiya for himself. The other prisoners were 
distributed among the Muslims. Bilal brought Safiya to the 
apostle, and they passed the bodies of several Jews on the 


way. Safiya's female companions lamented and strewed dust 
on their heads. When the apostle of Allah observed this scene, 
he said, “Remove these she-devils from me.’ But he ordered 
Safiya to remain, and threw his reda [cloak] over her. So the 
Muslims knew he had reserved her for his own. The apostle 
reprimanded Bilal, saying, ‘Hast thou lost all feelings of 
mercy, to make women pass by the corpses of their 
husbands?’” 


Bukhari also has recorded a few hadith about 
Muhammad's conquest of Khaibar and his rape of Safiya. 


“Anas said, ‘When Allah's Apostle invaded Khaibar, we 
offered the Fajr prayer there (early in the morning) when it 
was still dark. The Prophet rode and Abu Talha rode too and I 
was riding behind Abu Talha. The Prophet passed through the 
lanes of the town quickly and my knee was touching the thigh 
of the Prophet. He uncovered his thigh and I saw the 
whiteness of the thigh of the Prophet. When he entered the 
town, he said, 'Allahu Akbar! Khaibar is ruined. Whenever we 
approach near a nation then evil will be the morning of those 
who have been warned.' He repeated this thrice. The people 
came out for their jobs and some of them said, 'Muhammad 
(has come).' (Some of our companions added, ‘With his 
army.) We conquered Khaibar, took the captives, and the 
booty was collected. Dihya came and said, 'O Allah's Prophet! 
Give me a slave girl from the captives.' The Prophet said, 'Go 
and take any slave girl.' He took Safiya bint Huyai. A man 
came to the Prophet and said, 'O Allah's Apostles! You gave 
Safiya bint Huyai to Dihya and she is the chief mistress of the 
tribes of Quraiza and An-Nadir and she befits none but you.' 
So the Prophet said, 'Bring him along with her.' So Dihya came 
with her and when the Prophet saw her, he said to Dihya, 
'Take any slave girl other than her from the captives.'” 


Anas added, “The Prophet then manumitted her and 


married her.’ 


Thabit asked Anas, “O Abu Hamza! What did the Prophet 
pay her as mahr (dowry)?’ He said, “Herself was her mahr, for 
he manumitted her and then married her.’ 


Anas added, ‘While on the way, Um Sulaim dressed her for 
marriage (ceremony) and at night she sent her as a bride to the 
Prophet.” [Sahih Bukhari, 1.8.367] 


In this hadith, the commentator narrates how they [the 
Muslims] raided the city of Khaibar during the dawn, taking 
the population off guard. “Yakhrab Khaibar” (Khaibar is 
ruined) exclaimed Muhammad, as he passed from one 
stronghold triumphantly to another: “Great is Allah! Truly 
when I light upon the coasts of any people, wretched for them 
is that day!” After the conquest of the town, it came time to 
share the booty. Dihya, one of the warriors, received Safiya as 
his share. Safiya’s father who was the chief of the Bani Nadir 
had been beheaded by the order of Muhammad three years 
earlier. After the conquest of Khaibar, her young husband 
Qinana was tortured and murdered by his order too. Someone 
informed Muhammad that the seventeen year old Safiya was 
very beautiful. So Muhammad offered Dihya two girls, the 
cousins of Safiya, in exchange and got Safiya for himself. 


There is also a hadith narrated by Anas, a companion of 
Muhammad, who recalled that a group of eight men from an 
Arab tribe came to Muhammad but they found the climate of 
Medina unsuitable. Muhammad prescribed camel urine as 
medicine and sent them to meet his camel attendant outside of 
the town. The men killed the camel attendant and drove away 
the camels. When Muhammad was informed, he sent some 
men to pursue them. Then he had their hands and feet cut off, 


ordered nails which were heated and passed over their eyes, 
and they were left in a rocky land to die slowly. Anas said that 
they asked for water, and nobody provided them with water 
till they died. [Bukhari Volume 4, Book 52, Number 261] 


These Arabs committed theft and murder and had to be 
punished, but why this much torture? Wasn’t Muhammad 
doing exactly the same things? Where did Muhammad get his 
camels? Weren't they stolen? Didn't he raid and kill people to 
loot them? 


This double standard is what has characterized the Muslim 
world since its inception. The concept of the Golden Rule and 
fairness is absent in the psyche of the Muslims. They demand 
all privileges in non-Muslim countries, while they deny the 
basic human rights to non-Muslims in countries where they 
are the majority. They sincerely believe this is how things 
should be. 


Assassination 


Up to this day, most Muslims believe that the only way to 
deal with the critics of Islam is to assassinate them. In 1989, 
Khomeini issued a fatwa (religious decree) to assassinate 
Salman Rushdie because Rushdie had written a book, The 


Satanic Verses, that some believed insulted Islam. 


Some condemned Khomeini and accused him of being an 
extremist. Amazingly, many blamed Rushdie instead, for 
being “insensitive” to Muslims’ sensitivity. On February 14, 
2006, the Iranian state news agency reported that the fatwa 


will remain in place permanently. 


Since its inception, the Islamic regime of Iran has 
systematically eliminated its opponents by assassinating them, 
whether those opponents live in Iran or in exile in other 
countries. Hundreds of dissidents have been killed in this way, 


including Dr. Shapoor Bakhtiar, a true democrat and the last 
Prime Minister appointed by the Shah. What most people 
don’t know is that assassination was Muhammad’s way of 
dealing with his opponents. Today’s Muslim assassins are 
merely following their prophet’s example. 


Ka’b bin Ashraf was one of Muhammad’s victims. As 
Muslim historians have reported, he was young and 
handsome, a talented poet and a chief of the Banu Nadir, one 
of the Jewish tribes of Medina. After Muhammad banished the 
Banu Qainuga, another Jewish tribe of Medina, Ka’b became 
concerned about his own people’s security vis-a-vis the 
Muslims, so he visited Mecca to seek protection. He composed 
poems and praised the Meccans for their bravery and honor. 
When Muhammad heard about this, he went to the mosque, 
and after the prayer, said: 


‘Who is willing to kill Ka'b bin Al-Ashraf who has hurt 
Allah and His Apostle?’ Thereupon Muhammad bin Maslama 
got up saying, ‘O Allah's Apostle! Would you like that I kill 
him?’ The Prophet said, “Yes.” Muhammad bin Maslama said, 
‘Then allow me to say a (false) thing (i.e. to deceive Ka’b).’ The 
Prophet said, “You may say it.’ Then Muhammad bin Maslama 
went to Ka’b and said, “That man (i.e. Muhammad) demands 
Sadaqa (i.e. Zakat [alms]) from us, and he has troubled us, and 
I have come to borrow something from you.’ On that, Kab 
said, ‘By Allah, you will get tired of him!’ Muhammad bin 
Maslama said, “Now as we have followed him, we do not want 
to leave him unless and until we see how his end is going to 
be. Now we want you to lend us a camel load or two of food.’ 
...Muhammad bin Maslama and his companion promised 
Ka’b that Muhammad [bin Maslama] would return to him. He 
came to Kab at night along with Kab's foster brother, Abu 
Naila. Kab invited them to come into his fort, and then he 


went down to them. His wife asked him, “Where are you going 
at this time?’ Kab replied, “None but Muhammad bin Maslama 
and my (foster) brother Abu Naila have come.’ His wife said, 
‘I hear a voice as if blood is dripping from him.’ Ka'b said, 
‘They are none but my brother Muhammad bin Maslama and 
my foster brother Abu Naila. A generous man should respond 
to a call at night even if invited to be killed.’ ...Go Muhammad 
bin Maslama went in together with two men, and said to 
them, ‘When Ka'b comes, I will touch his hair and smell it, and 
when you see that I have got hold of his head, strip him. I will 
let you smell his head.’ Kab bin Al-Ashraf came down to them 
wrapped in his clothes, and diffusing perfume. Muhammad 
bin Maslama said, ‘I have never smelt a better scent than this.’ 
Ka'b replied, “I have got the best Arab women who know how 
to use the high class of perfume.” Muhammad bin Maslama 
requested of Ka’b, “Will you allow me to smell your head?’ 
Ka'b said, “Yes. Muhammad smelt it and made _ his 
companions smell it as well. Then he requested of Ka'b again, 
‘Will you let me (smell your head)?’ Ka'b said, “Yes.” When 
Muhammad got a strong hold of him, he said (to his 
companions), “Get at him!’ So they killed him and went to the 
Prophet and informed him. (Abu Rafi) was killed after Ka'b 
bin Al-Ashraf. [Bukhari, 5.59.369] 


The Prophet of Allah not only encouraged assassination, he 
advocated deception and treachery, as well. Another victim of 
Muhammad’s assassination operations was an old man called 
Abu Afak, who was said to be 120 years old. He composed 
poetry, some of which lamented that people had become 
followers of Muhammad. He wrote that Muhammad was a 
crazed man who arbitrarily told people what was prohibited 
and what was allowed, and who had caused them to 


surrender their intelligence and become hostile to one another. 
Ibn Sad reports this story as follows: 


“Then occurred the sariyyah [raid] of Salim Ibn Umayr al- 
Amri against Abu Afak, the Jew, in [the month of] Shawwal in 
the beginning of the twentieth month from the hijra 
[immigration from Mecca to Medina in AD 622], of the 
Apostle of Allah. Abu Afak, was from Banu Amr Ibn Awf, and 
was an old man who had attained the age of one hundred and 
twenty years. He was a Jew, and used to instigate the people 
against the Apostle of Allah, and composed (satirical) verses 
[about Muhammad]. 


“Salim Ibn Umayr who was one of the great weepers and 
who had participated in Badr, said, ‘I take a vow that I shall 
either kill Abu Afak or die before him.’ He waited for an 
opportunity until a hot night came, and Abu Afak slept in an 
open place. Salim Ibn Umayr knew it, so he placed the sword 
on his liver and pressed it till it reached his bed. The enemy of 
Allah screamed and the people, who were his followers, 
rushed to him, took him to his house and interred him”. [The 
Kitab al Tabagat al Kabir, Vol. 2, p 31] 


The only “crime” this aged man had committed was in 
composing satirical verses critical of Muhammad. 


When Asma bint Marwan, a Jewish mother of five small 
children heard this, she was so outraged that she composed a 
poem cursing the men of Medina for letting a stranger divide 
them and assassinate a venerable old man. Again Muhammad 
went to the pulpit and cried out: ‘Who will rid me of Marwan's 
daughter?’ Umayr bin Adiy al-Khatmi who was with him 
heard him, and that very night he went to her house and killed 
her. In the morning he came to the apostle and told him what 
he had done and he [Muhammad] said, “You have helped Allah 


and His apostle, O Umayr!’ When he asked if he would have to 
bear any evil consequences, the apostle said, “Two goats won't 
butt their heads about her.” [From pp. 675-676 of “The Life of 
Muhammad’, A. Guilaume’s translation of ‘Sirat Rasul Allah’] 


After receiving praise from Muhammad for _ the 
assassination of Asma, the killer went to her children, bragged 
about committing the murder, and taunted those little kids 
and the clan of the victim. 


“Now there was a great commotion among Banu Khatma 
that day about the affair of bint [daughter of] Marwan. She 
had five sons, and when Umayr went to them from the apostle 
he said, ‘I have killed bint Marwan, O sons of Khatma. Withstand 
me if you can; don't keep me waiting.” That was the first day 
Islam became powerful among B. Khatma; before that those 
who were Muslims concealed the fact. The first of them to 
accept Islam was Umayr b. Adiy who was called the ‘Reader’ 
and Abdullah b. Aus and Khuzaima b. Thabit. The day after 
Bint Marwan was killed the men of B. Khatma became 
Muslims because they saw the power of Islam”. [Ibid] 


After these assassinations, Muslims in Medina became 
more boastful, arrogant and imperious, as they had cast terror 
in the hearts of their opponents. He wanted to send the 
message that any opposition or criticism of him could mean 
death. [Ibn Sad narrates another version of this story: “Bint 
Marwan, of Banu Ummaya ibn Zayd, when five nights had 
remained from the month of Ramadan, in the beginning of the 
nineteenth month from the hijra of the apostle of Allah. Asma 
was the wife of Yazid ibn Zayd ibn Hisn al-Khatmi. She used 
to revile Islam, offend the prophet and instigate the (people) 
against him. She composed verses. Umayr Ibn Adi came to her 
in the night and entered her house. Her children were sleeping 
around her. There was one whom she was suckling. He 


searched her with his hand because he was blind, and 
separated the child from her. He thrust his sword in her chest 
till it pierced up to her back. Then he offered the morning 
prayers with the prophet at al-Medina. The apostle of Allah 
said to him: “Have you slain the daughter of Marwan?’ He 
said: “Yes. Is there something more for me to do?’ He 
[Muhammad] said: ‘No. Two goats will not butt together 
about her.” This was the word that was first heard from the 
apostle of Allah. The apostle of Allah called him Umayr, ‘basir’ 
(the seeing).” [Ibn Sad’s Kitab al-Tabagat al-Kabir, translated by S. 
Moinul Hag, Vol. 2, p. 24] 


That is exactly the same modus operandi Muslims employ 
today, where the threat often only need be implied. They 
follow the model and example set by their prophet, who they 
regard as their greatest strategist. They want to create a 
boundary of fear so that they may establish their supremacy 
through terror. There is no doubt in the mind of the Muslim 
terrorists that this strategy works. To them, the Quranic 
injunction of “casting terror in the heart of the unbelievers” 
seems a sure way to victory. [Q 3:151 “Soon shall We cast terror 
into the hearts of the Unbelievers, for that they joined companions 
with Allah, for which He had sent no authority: their abode will be 
the Fire: And evil is the home of the wrong-doers!”| It worked for 
Muhammad. He bragged, “I have been made victorious with 
terror.” [Bukhari, 4.52.220] It worked in Spain when the 
terrorists killed two hundred people by blowing up commuter 
trains on March 11, 2004, and in response, the Spaniards voted 
a socialist for government who immediately adopted a policy 
of appeasement vis-a-vis the Muslims. 


Because of the successful precedents set by Muhammad 
and his ideological heirs, terrorists conclude that a terror 
strategy will work everywhere and every time. They will not 


stop unless the world falls or they are proven wrong by facing 
a much greater force. 


The Islamic world is sick, and it would be shortsighted to 
deny that the cause of this sickness is Islam. Almost every 
crime, every act of inhumanity perpetrated by Muslims is 
inspired and justified through the words and the deeds of 
Muhammad. This is the painful truth that, sadly, so many 
would rather not see. 


Genocide 


There were three Jewish tribes living in and around Yathrib 
-- the Banu Qainuga, the Bani Nadir and the Banu Quraiza. As 
stated above, they were the original inhabitants of this town. 
At first, Muhammad thought that because he had denounced 
polytheism and had embraced the Biblical prophets, the Jews 
would eagerly flock to become his followers. The earlier 
chapters of the Quran are full of stories about Moses and 
Biblical tales. 


Originally Muhammad had adopted Jerusalem as the qibla 
for his prayers, humbugging the Jews for their allegiance. 
Muslim scholar W. N. Arafat writes, “It is also generally accepted 
that at first the Prophet Muhammad hoped that the Jews of Yathrib, 
as followers of a divine religion, would show understanding of the 
new monotheistic religion, Islam.” [From the Journal of the Royal 
Asiatic Society of Great Britain and Ireland, (1976), pp. 100-107 by 
W. N. Arafat] However, to his dismay, the Jews, just like the 
Quraish, paid little heed to his calling. After his hopes were 
dashed and his patience vexed, he grew hostile towards them. 
Jews were in no hurry to abandon their ancestral faith in order 
to embrace Muhammad’s new religion. Their rejection 
enraged him and he sought revenge. The assassinations of 
Abu Afak and Asma only marked the beginning of his 


animosity towards the Jews. Already emboldened by his 
plundering of the passing caravans, Muhammad had his eyes 
on the wealth of the Jews in Yathrib and was looking for an 
excuse to make his move, to get rid of them and to lay his 
hands on their wealth. His anger against the Jews started 
showing in the Quranic verses that he composed, where he 
accused them of being ungrateful to Allah, of killing their 
prophets and of breaking their own laws. He even went as far 
as to say that because the Jews had broken the law of Sabbath, 
God transformed them into apes and swine. [Quran, 2:65, 5:60, 
7:166] To this day many Muslims are convinced that monkeys 
and pigs are descendants of the Jews. 


Invasion of Banu Qainuga 


The first group of the Jews to fall under the wrath of 
Muhammad was the Banu Qainuga. They lived in quarters 
within Yathrib named after them. They made their living as 
artisans, goldsmiths, blacksmiths, making household 
instruments and weaponry. They were not, however, skilled in 
the arts of soldiering and left that aspect to the Arabs, a 
mistake which eventually proved fatal to their existence. The 
Banu Qainuga was allied with the Arab tribe of Khazraj and 
supported them in their conflicts with their rival Arab tribe, 
the Aus. 


The opportunity to invade these Jews arrived when a 
skirmish broke out between a handful of Jews and Muslims. A 
member of Banu Qainuga played a prank and pinned the skirt 
of a Muslim woman squatting in a Jeweler’s shop in the B. 
Qainuga marketplace to the ground. Upon standing, her cloth 
tore and she was stripped naked. A Muslim man passing by, 
already filled with the hatred of the Jews by his prophet, 
jumped on the Jew and killed him. The relatives of the victim 
then killed the Muslim in retaliation. 


This was the opportunity Muhammad was looking for. 
Instead of trying to calm the situation, he unjustly blamed the 
Jews, all of them, and told them to submit to his religion or 
face war. The Jews answered his threats with defiance and 
shut themselves up in their quarters. He laid siege on them, 
shut off their water supply, and promised to kill them all. 


In Q 3:12, Muhammad reiterated his threat: “You will be 
defeated and gathered together to hell and worst indeed 1s that place 
to rest,” while bragging how he defeated the Quraish, earlier at 
Badr. 


After a fortnight, the tribe tried to negotiate their surrender, 
but Muhammad would not budge. He wanted to slay them all. 
Abdullah ibn Ubayy, the revered patriarch of the Khazraj, took 
hold of Muhammad’s collar and told him that he would not 
allow his allies and friends to be slain with no cause. 
Muhammad was aware of the respect that the Khazraj had for 
their chief. He knew that they could rally around him and this 
would mean his own defeat. He pushed away ibn Ubayy 
while his face was blackened with rage and agreed not to 
massacre the Jews provided they leave the city. This story is 
reported by Ibn Ishaq. 


“Babu Qainuga were the first of the Jews to break their 
agreement with the apostle and to go to war, between Badr 
and Uhud, and the apostle besieged them until they 
surrendered unconditionally. Abdullah b. Ubayy b. Salul went 
to him [Muhammad] when God had put them in his power 
and said, '0 Muhammad, deal kindly with my clients' (now 
they were allies of Khazraj), but the apostle put him off. He 
repeated the words, and the apostle turned away from him, 
whereupon he thrust his hand into the collar of the apostle's 
robe; the apostle was so angry that his face became almost 
black. He said, 'Confound you, let me go.' He answered, 'No, 


by God, I will not let you go until you deal kindly with my 
clients. Four hundred men without mail and three hundred 
mailed protected me from all mine enemies; would you cut 
them down in one morning? By God, I am a man who fears 
that circumstances may change.' The apostle said, 'You can 
have them.” [Ibn Ishaq, Sirat, p. 363] 


The biographers also add that Muhammad had sullenly 
said, “Let them go. God curse them, and God curse him also! So, 
Muhammad pardoned their lives provided they were sent into exile.” 
[ibid] 

He demanded that the Banu Qainuga hand over all their 
materials, wealth and war equipage, from which he set aside 
one fifth for himself and distributed the rest among his men. 
The tribe was then banished. The Muslim historians gloat 
saying that these refugees entered Azrua in Syria where they 
stayed for a while and soon perished. [’Ar-Raheeq Al-Makhtum’ 
by Saifur Rahman al-Mubarakpuri, 
http:/ /islamweb.islam.gov.qa/english/sira/raheek/PAGE- 
26.HTM] 


Invasion of Banu Nadir 


Next it was the turn of the Banu Nadir. This was another 
Jewish tribe of Yathrib. After seeing what Muhammad did to 
the Banu Qainuqa, Ka'b Ibn Ashraf, the chief of the Banu 
Nadir, sought the protection of the Quraish and, as explained 
above, he was assassinated. 


There was a retaliatory war (Uhud) between the Meccans 
and Muslims in which the latter had lost. Muhammad needed 
to compensate that loss and restore the faith of his followers 
that Allah had not forsaken them with more victories. Banu 
Nadir was an easy target. 


The Pakistani Muslim historian and commentator of the 
Quran, and ideologue of today’s Islamic revivalism, Maududi, 
narrates the story as follows: 


“For some time after these punitive measures [the 
banishment of the Qainuga and serial assassinations of Jewish 
poets], the Jews remained so terror stricken that they did not 
dare commit any further mischief. But later when in Shawwal, 
AH 3, the Quraish in order to avenge themselves for the defeat 
at Badr, marched against Medina with great preparations, and 
the Jews saw that only a thousand men had marched out with 
the Holy Prophet (upon whom be Allah’s peace) as against 
three thousand men of the Quraish, and even they were 
deserted by 300 hypocrites who returned to Madina, [The 
followers of Abdullah ibn Ubayy, Chief of the Khazraj] they 
committed the first and open breach of the treaty by refusing 
to join the Holy Prophet in the defence of the city although 
they were bound to it” [www.islamicity.com/mosque/quran/maududi/mau59.html] 


It is amazing that Muslims think that Jews were bound to 
help Muhammad wage a religious war against the Meccans, 
despite the fact that he had banished one of their tribes and 
had assassinated their chief and two poets. The war between 
Muhammad and the Quraish had nothing to do with the Jews, 
and by assassinating their people and banishing the Banu 
Qainuga, Muhammad had already broken any agreement he 
may have had with them. And yet, to justify his treacherous 
acts, Muslim apologists blame the Jews for being at fault with 
their agreement. 


Muhammad was now looking for an excuse to get rid of the 
Banu Nadir. They owned the best cultivated lands of Yathrib 
and gardens with date trees, and employed many Arabs. 
Accordingly, a few Muslims, who thanks to Muhammad had 
become full-fledged bandits, killed two men from Banu Kalb. 


As it happened, this tribe had signed a treaty with 
Muhammad that his men would not rob or kill their people in 
exchange for their support. 


The killers had mistaken the victims for members of 
another tribe. Now, as tradition dictated, Muhammad was 
obliged to pay blood money for this bloodshed. Despite all the 
wealth grabbed from the Banu Qainugqa, the Prophet went to 
the Banu Nadir and asked them that as part of their original 
covenant, they must also help pay this blood money. This was 
an outrageous demand, and Muhammad hoped that the Banu 
Nadir would balk and that this would give him an excuse to 
do with them as he did with the Banu Qainuga. The Banu 
Nadir, however, were too terrified to deny this unjust 
demand. They agreed to pitch in and withdrew to collect the 
money. 


Muhammad and his companions sat beneath a _ wall, 
waiting. This was not what Muhammad had in mind. He had 
come making the most unfair demand, hoping to get a 
negative reaction and act upon his devious design. Now, he 
needed to plot a new strategy. 


Suddenly, he had a new “inspiration.” He stood up and, 
without saying anything to his companions, left the place and 
went home. Later, when his companions joined him and 
enquired about it, he told them that the Angel Gabriel had 
informed him the Jews were plotting to drop a rock on his 
head from atop the wall beneath which they were sitting. With 
this excuse he started to prepare his attack on the Banu Nadir. 


None of Muhammad’s companions saw anyone climbing 
the wall or had any intimation about a plot against their lives. 
However, these men, having benefited financially from 


following him and believing everything he told them, had no 
reason or inclination to doubt what he was telling them then. 


Any rational person can see the absurdity of Muhammad’s 
story. If the Banu Nadir really wanted and dared to kill him, 
they did not need to climb on a wall to throw a stone. This 
accusation was Clearly false. Muhammad was accompanied by 
only a handful of his followers, Abu Bakr, Omar, Ali and 
perhaps one or two more. It was easy to kill them all, if that 
was what they had in mind. 


The Prophet, who believed that God is khairul makerin (the 
best of the deceivers - Q.3:54), was himself a cunning man. The 
story of Gabriel informing him of the Jews’ plot against his life 
is as credible as the story of his visits to hell and heaven. 
Nonetheless, his easy-to-fleece followers believed him and 
were so enraged by this fabrication that they rallied around 
him to shed the blood of the innocent people. 


Maududi finishes this narrative by saying: “Now there was 
no question of showing them any further concession. The Holy 
Prophet at once sent to them the ultimatum that the treachery 
they had meditated against him had come to his knowledge; 
therefore, they were to leave Medina within ten days; if 
anyone of them was found staying behind in their quarters, he 
would be put to the sword.” Maududi demonstrates a perfect 
example of Muslim ‘logic’ when he simply tells the story of 
Muhammad's treachery as if it were the natural and normal 
way to behave. 


Abdullah ibn Ubayy did his best to help the Banu Nadir, 
but by then his influence was too weak and Muhammad's men 
had become too blinded by their zealotry. They did not allow 
bin Ubayy to enter Muhammad’s tent as they struck him and 
cut his face open. 


After a few days the Banu Nadir negotiated to leave behind 
all their belongings for Muhammad and left town. Some of 
them went to Syria and some to Khaibar to be slain only a few 
years later when Muhammad set his eyes on that prosperous 
and green Jewish fortress. Even though Muhammad let these 
people go, his first thoughts were to massacre them. The 
following extract from Sira makes this clear. 


“Concerning B. al-Nadir the Sura of Exile came down in 
which it is recorded how God wreaked His vengeance on 
them and gave His apostle power over them and how He dealt 
with them. God said: “He it is who turned out those who 
disbelieved of the scripture people from their homes to the 
first exile.... 'So consider this, you who have understanding. 
Had not God prescribed deportation against them,' which was 
vengeance from God, 'He would have punished them in this 
world,' (Q. 59: 3) i.e. with the sword, 'and in the next world 
there would be the punishment of hell’ as well. [Ibn Ishaq, 
Sirat, p. 438] 


In this siege, Muhammad ordered the cutting and burning 
of the trees belonging to the Banu Nadir. This kind of savagery 
was unprecedented even amongst the primitive Arabs. All he 
had to do to justify this crime was to make his Allah approve 
of what he had done. That is easy when you have the God up 
your sleeve. 


“What you (O Muslims) cut down of the palm-trees (of the 
enemy), or you left them standing on their stems, it was by leave of 
Allah”. (Q. 59: 5) 


It is easy to fathom why in the scorching desert people 
considered cutting trees and poisoning wells to be a capital 
crimes. Such barbarities were against Arab morality and ethos. 
Muhammad was no bond by any norm. Nothing could deter 


him from achieving his objectives. He was ready to sacrifice 
anything and anyone that stood in his way. His followers 
interpreted it as the sign of his resolve to fulfill the divine Will. 


A Muslim scholar, Al-Mubarkpuri, says: “The Messenger of 
Allah seized their weapons, land, houses, and wealth. 
Amongst the other booty he managed to capture, there were 
50 armours, 50 helmets, and 340 swords. This booty was 
exclusively the Prophet's because no fighting was involved in 
capturing it. He divided the booty at his own discretion 
among the early Emigrants and two poor Helpers, Abu 
Dujana and Suhail bin Haneef. Anyway the Messenger of 
Allah (Peace be upon him) spent a portion of this wealth on 
his family to sustain their living the year around. The rest was 
expended to provide the Muslim army with equipment for 
further wars in the way of Allah. Almost all the verses of Sura 
Al-Hashr (Chapter 59 - The Gathering) describe the 
banishment of the Jews and reveal the disgraceful manners of 
the hypocrites. The verses manifest the rules relevant to the 
booty. In this Chapter, Allah, the All-Mighty, praises the 
Emigrants and Helpers. This Chapter also shows the 
legitimacy of cutting down and burning the enemy’s land and 
trees for military purposes. Such acts cannot be regarded as 
phenomena of corruption so long that they are in the way of 
Allah.” [‘AR-Raheeg Al-Makhtum (The Sealed Nectar): Memoirs of 
the Noble Prophet’, Saifur Rahman al-Mubarakpuri - Jamia 
Salafia, India www.al-sunnah.com/nektar/11.htm] 


Like Maududi, Mubarakpuri also reveals the disturbing 
lack of conscience and situational ethics that characterize the 
ummah. Muslims do what their prophet did. They consider 
burning and looting properties of non-Muslims legitimate acts 
of war, as they were practiced and sanctioned by their 
prophet. Based on the actions of Muhammad, it is fair to 


conclude that Islamic violence is unfortunately not a deviation 
from true Islam. Murdering, plundering, raping and 
assassinating are Islamic practices. Nothing is off limits when 
it comes to promoting the religion of Allah. 


Ironically, the Sura Al-Hashr ends by exhorting believers to 
be “pious,” which makes it clear that piety for Muslims has an 
entirely different meaning. Muslim apologists say that the 
morality of today should not be applied to Muhammad, who 
lived 1400 years ago. The irony is that they uphold that 
morality as standard and try to impose it on all mankind and 
for all times. 


One Muslim wrote to me, “This whole narrative has been 
problematic for many people because of their notions of what 1s 
morally correct and what is morally wrong. The origin of this 
sickness [sic] rests squarely on the Christian mentality of 'turn the 
other cheek,' and the 'redemptive suffering of Christ,’ both of which 
have been sicknesses in the minds of Europe for centuries on end.” 


I don’t believe that morality and ethics are sicknesses. They 
stem from human consciousness and their compass is the 
Golden Rule. We know the difference between right and 
wrong when we consider the way we would like to be treated. 


Invasion of Banu Quraiza: 


The last Jewish tribe of Yathrib to fall victim to 
Muhammad’s vindictiveness was the Banu Quraiza. Soon after 
the Battle of the Trench (Khandaq) was over, Muhammad set 
his eyes on the Banu Quraiza. He claimed that the Archangel 
Gabriel had visited him “asking that he should unsheathe his 
sword and head for the habitation of the seditious Banu 
Quraiza and fight them. Gabriel noted that he with a 
procession of angels would go ahead to shake their forts and 
cast fear in their hearts”, writes Al-Mubarakpuri [Ibid, 


www.al-sunnah.com/nektar/12.htm]. He continues: “the 
Messenger of Allah immediately summoned the prayer caller and 
ordered him to announce fresh hostilities against Banu Quraiza.” 
[ibid] 

It is important, in studying Islam, to note that the call to 
prayer was also the call to war. Muslims’ riots and 
hooliganism always initiate from the mosques after they offer 
their prayers. They are most vicious during the holy month of 
Ramadan and on Fridays. In a sermon commemorating the 
Birthday of Muhammad, in 1981, Ayatollah Khomeini said: 


“Mehrab (Mosque) means the place of war, the place of 
fighting. Out of the mehrabs, wars should proceed, just as all 
the wars of Islam proceeded out of the mehrabs. The Prophet 
had a sword to kill people. Our Holy Imams were quite 
militants. All of them were warriors. They used to wield 
swords. They used to kill people. We need a Caliph who 
would chop hands, cut throats, stone people, in the same way 
that the messenger of Allah used to chop hands, cut throats, 
and stone people”. 


Muhammad headed an army of three thousand infantry 
men and thirty horsemen of Ansar (Helpers) and Muhajirin 
(Emigrants). The Banu Quraiza was accused of conspiring 
with the Meccans against the Muslims. In reality, the same 
Muslim historians deny this charge and say the Meccans 
withdrew without fighting because they did not receive 
support from the Banu Quraiza. 


When Muhammad made his intentions known, Ali, his 
cousin and staunch supporter, swore he would not stop until 
he either stormed their garrisons or was killed. This siege 
lasted 25 days. Finally, the Banu Quraiza surrendered 
unconditionally. Muhammad ordered the men to be 


handcuffed, while the women and children were confined in 
isolation. Thereupon the Aus tribe, who were allies of the 
Banu Quraiza, interceded, begging Muhammad to be lenient 
towards them. Muhammad suggested that Sad bin Muadh, a 
ruffian among them who had been fatally wounded by an 
arrow, give a verdict on the Jews. Sad was a former ally of the 
Banu Quraiza, but since his conversion to Islam he had a 
change of heart against them. He also blamed them for the 
wound he received when a Meccan threw an arrow during the 
Battle of Trench. He was a bodyguard of Muhammad and 
Muhammad knew how he felt about the Banu Quraiza. 


Sad's verdict was that “all the able-bodied male persons 
belonging to the tribe should be killed, women and children taken 
prisoners and their wealth divided among the Muslim fighters.” 


Muhammad became pleased with this cruel verdict and 
said that “Sad (had) adjudged by the Command of Allah." 
[Bukhari, Volume 4, Book 52, Number 280] He often credited 
Allah for his own decisions. This time he chose Sad to 
verbalize his whims. 


Al-Mubarakpuri adds that “In fact, the Jews deserved that 
severe punitive action for the ugly treachery they had 
harbored against Islam, and the large arsenal they had 
amassed, which consisted of one thousand and five hundred 
swords, two thousand spears, three hundred armors and five 
hundred shields, all of which went into the hands of the 
Muslims.” 


What Al-Mubarakpuri forgets to mention is that the Banu 
Quraiza loaned their weapons as well as their shovels and 
picks to Muslims so that they could dig the trench and defend 
themselves. Muslims will never be grateful to those who help 


them. They will take your help and will stab you in the back 
the moment they no longer need you. 


Muslim historians have been quick to accuse the Banu 
Quraiza of the usual baseless charges to justify their massacre. 
They accused them of being mischievous, causing sedition, 
being treacherous and plotting against Islam. However, no 
specifics exist as to the nature of those sins to warrant such a 
severe punishment and their genocide. Trenches were dug in 
the bazaar of Medina and 600 to 900 men were beheaded and 
their bodies dumped in them. 


Huyai Ibn Akhtab, the chief of the Banu Nadir whose 
married daughter, Safiya, Muhammad took as his share of the 
booty when he invaded Khaibar, was among the captives. He 
was brought to the victor with his hands tied from behind. In 
an audacious defiance he rejected Muhammad and preferred 
death to submission to this brute man. He was ordered to 
kneel and was beheaded on the spot. 


To determine who should be killed, the youngsters were 
examined. Those who had grown pubic hair were bundled 
with the men and beheaded. Atiyah al-Quriaz, a Jew who had 
survived this massacre, later recounted: “I was among _ the 
captives of Banu Quraiza. They (the Muslims) examined us, and 
those who had begun to grow hair (pubes) were killed, and those who 
had not were not killed. I was among those who had not grown hair.” 
[Sunan Abu-Dawud, Book 38, Number 4390. Sunan Abu- 
Dawud is another collection of hadith regarded to be sahih|] 


Muhammad killed and banished several Jewish tribes; 
among them are B. Qainuga, B. Nadir, B. Quraiza, B. Mustaliq, 
B. Jaun and the Jews of Khaibar. On his deathbed, he 
instructed his followers to cleanse the Arabian Peninsula of all 
non-believers, [Bukhari Volume 4, Book 52, Number 288] an 


order that Omar, the second Caliph carried out during his 
rule. He exterminated the Jews, the Christians and the pagans, 
forcing them to convert, leave or put them to death. 


Now, enriched with the loot, Muhammad could be even 
more generous to those who believed in him. Anas narrated: 
“People used to give some of their date palms to the Prophet 
(as a gift), till he conquered Banu Quraiza and Banu An-Nadir, 
Whereupon he started returning their favors.” [Bukhari 
Volume 4, Book 52, Number 176] 


There is a verse in the Quran that speaks about the 
massacre of the Banu Quraiza approving Muhammad's 
butcheries of their men and taking women and children as 


prisoners. 


“He caused those of the People of the Book who helped them (1.e. 
the Quraish) to come out of their forts. Some you killed, some you 
took prisoner”. (Q. 33: 26) 


Taqiyyah: the Holy Deception 


Above we saw how Muhammad authorized his followers 
to lie, even to badmouth him, to win the trust of their victims 
in order to assassinate them. There are many other stories 
about Muslims feigning friendship with the non-believers, 
only to kill them once they are trusted. 


At Hudaibiya, Muhammad signed a treaty with the 
Meccans, promising to return any of their youths and slaves 
that escaped and joined him. Ibn Ishaq narrates the story of 
Abu Basir, a Meccan, who went to Muhammad after this 
treaty was signed. The Meccans sent two men with a letter 
reminding him of his pact. Muhammad felt obliged and told 
Abu Basir: “Go, for Allah will bring relief and a way of escape 
for you and the helpless ones with you.” Abu Basir got the 
hint. He returned with the emissaries. They had gone about six 


miles from Medina when the men stopped to rest. Abu Basir 
said, “Is your sword sharp, O brother?” When he said that it 
was, he said that he would like to look at it. “Look at it if you 
want to,” he replied. Abu Basir unsheathed it and dealt him a 
blow that killed him. Then he came to Muhammad and said: 
“Your obligation is over and Allah has removed it from you. 
You duly handed me over to the men, and I have protected 
myself in my religion lest I should be seduced therein.” 


Muhammad did not punish this assassin but instructed him 
to go to al-Is, a region by the shore, on the road which Quraish 
were accustomed to take to Syria and rob the Caravans of the 
Quraish. Muhammad had signed a treaty not to waylay the 
caravans of the Quraish, so he found a way to go around it. 


Ibn Ishaq says: “The Muslims who were confined in Mecca 
heard what the apostle had said of Abu Basir, so they went out 
to join him in al-Is. About seventy men attached themselves to 
him, and they so harried Quraish, killing everyone they could 
get hold of, and cutting to pieces every caravan that passed 
them, that Quraish wrote to the apostle begging him by the 
ties of kinship to take these men in, for they had no use for 
them. So the apostle took them in, and they came to him in 
Medina.” [This story is reported by Tabari, Vol 3, p. 1126] 


The history of Islam is replete with treachery and deceit. 
These men were Muslims and as such they were the 
responsibility of Muhammad. He, instead, washed his hands 
by sending them to another place to rob the Meccans. He 
condoned and even authorized their robberies. Despite that, 
Muslims claim that it were the Meccans who broke the treaty. 
The following is another example: 


When the Meccans, along with other Arab tribes, had 
enough of Muhammad’s raids and killings, they came together 


to punish him. However, unlike Muhammad, who never 
announced his plans and ambushed his victims with no 
warnings, the non-Muslims gave plenty of notice to their foe 
to prepare himself for the battle. This gave Muhammad 
enough time to dig a trench around Medina. The joint army of 
the Arabs, known as the confederates, camped outside the 
town wondering how to cross the trench. They asked the 
Banu Quraiza to assist them. Muhammad was wary of this 
alliance. So he devised a trick to drive a rift and distrust 
between the Banu Quraiza and the confederates. A man 
named Nuaim had recently converted to Islam; however he 
had not made his conversion known publicly. 


Muhammad summoned him and said, “You are only one 
man among us, so go and awake distrust among the enemy to draw 
them off us if you can, for war is deceit.” The following is the rest 
of the story as reported by Ibn Ishaq. 


“Nuaim did as Muhammad told him. “He went to the B. 
Quraiza with whom he had been a boon companion, and 
reminded them of his affection for them and of the special tie 
between them. When they admitted that they did not suspect 
him, he said, “‘Quraysh and Ghatafan are not like you. The 
land is your land, your property, your wives, and your 
children are in it, you cannot leave it and go somewhere else. 
Now Quraysh and Ghatafan have come to fight Muhammad 
and his companions, and you have aided them against him, 
but their land, their property, and their wives are not here, so 
they are not like you. If they see an opportunity they will 
make the most of it, but if things go badly they will go back to 
their own land and leave you to face the man in your country, 
and you will not be able to do so if you are left alone. So do 
not fight along with these people until you take hostages from 
their chiefs, who will remain in your hands as security that 


they will fight Muhammad with you, until you make an end of 
him.” The Jews said that this was excellent advice. 


Then he went to the Quraish and said to Abu Sufyan b. 
Harb and his company, “You know my affection for you, and 
that I have left Muhammad. I have heard something which I 
think it my duty to tell you of as a warning, but regard it as 
confidential.’ When they said that they would, he continued, 
‘Mark my words, the Jews have regretted their action in 
opposing Muhammad and have sent to tell him so, saying, 
“Would you like us to get hold of some chiefs of the two tribes, 
Quraysh and Ghatafan and hand them over to you, so that you 
can cut their heads off? Then we can join you in exterminating 
the rest of them. He has sent word back to accept their offer. 
So if the Jews send to you demanding hostages, don’t send 
them a single man.’ 


Then he went to Ghatafan and said, “You are my stock and 
my family, the dearest of men to me, and I do not think that 
you can suspect me.’ They agreed that he was above suspicion, 
and so he told the same story as he had told Quraysh”. [Ibn 
Ishaq, Sirat, Battle of Trench] 


The trick worked. When the Confederates asked the Banu 
Quraiza to join them for the attack, they brought an excuse 
and instead they demanded that the Quraish leave with them 
a few of their men as hostage, which confirmed what Nuaim 
had said. The Confederates became disheartened and left 


without a fight. 


This deception saved Muslims from certain defeat. This 
story has served as a lesson to Muslims, who ever since have 
incorporated treachery and deceit as strategies from which to 
deliver jihad. In one hadith we read: 


Hajaj Ibn Aalat told: “O Prophet of Allah: I have in Mecca 
some excess wealth and some relatives, and I would like to 
have them back; am I excused if I bad-mouth you [to fool the 
non-Muslims]?” The Prophet excused him and said: ‘Say 
whatever you have to say.’ [Sirah al-Halabiya, v3, p61] 


Practicing Muslims come to the West and pretend to be 
moderates. They say everything you want to hear but secretly 
plan for your destruction. They smile; are friendly and 
amiable; they even pretend to be patriotic. However, their only 
objective is to make Islam dominant. They talk the talk, but 
will not walk the walk. 


Lying as a strategy to advance Islam is called tagqiyyah or 
“holy deception.” Under taqiyyah, a Muslim is allowed to lie 
and say anything to pull the wool over the eyes of the non- 
Muslims and deceive them. 


One of the major objectives, and a persistent tactic of those 
most skilled in tagiyyah, is to downplay the threat of Islam. 
The goal is to fool potential victims that jihad is not directed at 
them. In his book, ‘No god but God’, Reza Aslan engages in this 
Islamic art of deception when he argues: “What is taking place 
now in the Muslim world ts an internal conflict between Muslims, 
not an external battle between Islam and the West.” He further 
writes: “The West is merely a bystander - an unwary yet complicit 
casualty of a rivalry that is raging in Islam over who will write the 
next chapter in its story.” Sorry, looks like we have built New 
York, Pentagon, London, Madrid and Beslan in the crossfire 
between Muslims. Mr. Aslan engages in the most brazen form 
of Islamic deception and yet, he was invited by CNN's 
Anderson Cooper to opine on the Pope’s visit to Turkey, as if 
he were an unbiased observer. 


A funny tagiyyah lie often told by Muslim men to seduce 
western women is: “VVomen in Islam are treated like queens.” I 
have yet to see a country whose queen is called deficient in 
intelligence, beaten, stoned and honor-killed. 


Imam Ghazali (1058-1111), arguably the greatest Islamic 
scholar ever says: 


“Speaking is a means to achieve objectives. If a praiseworthy aim 
is attainable through both telling the truth and lying, it is unlawful 
to accomplish through lying because there is no need for it. When it 
is possible to achieve such an aim by lying but not by telling the 
truth, it is permissible to lie if attaining the goal is permissible”. 
[Ahmad Ibn Nagqib al-Misri, ‘The Reliance of the Traveller’, 
translated by Nuh Ha Mim Keller, Amana publications, 1997, 
section 18.2, page 745] 


Needless to say that for a Muslim there is no praiseworthy 
goal other than promoting Islam. When a practicing Muslim 
smiles at you, telling you how much he loves your country 
and how he wants to be your friend, remember the following 
hadith: 


“(Verily) we smile for some people, while our hearts curse (those 
same people)”. [Sahih al-Bukhari, v.7, p102] 


